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HN STUART’S INDIAN POLICY DURING THE EARLY 
MONTHS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 


By Puiip M. Hamer 


July, 1776, a South Carolina Patriot wrote in indignation: 
are undoubtedly informed before this that the detestable 
n, Stuart, has prevailed upon the Cherokees to take up the 


This belief in the immediate 


91 


het against our countrymen.’ 
nsibility of John Stuart for the Cherokee attack upon the 
tier settlers of Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgia seems 
ve been held without question by the supporters of Amer- 
independence, and has been accepted generally by those 
lave written of the history of the southern frontier during 
Revolution. It is the purpose of this paper to undertake a 


rto to have escaped examination. 
lin Stuart was a native of Scotland, a bankrupt merchant of 
arleston, and an officer of South Carolina’s provincial troops 
» the French and Indian War. He displayed some ability 
e management of Indians, and in 1762 he was appointed 
rintendent of Indian affairs for the southern department 
North America,’ succeeding in that office Edmond Atkin, re- 
deceased. He had married into a prominent Carolina 
y;° he had made his home in Charleston; in time he became 
ilthy. Vain, pompous, and jealous of his authority, well past 
» prime of life, and afflicted with gout, he was nevertheless an 


superintendent. He managed with considerable suecess the 


Force, American Archives, Fourth Series (Washington, 1837-46), VI, 1230. 
yal warrant, dated January 5, 1762, authorized Stuart’s appointment ‘‘to 
Agent for, & Superintendant of the Affairs of Our faithful Allies the several 
of Indians inhabiting the Frontiers of Our Colonies of Virginia, North & 
h Carolina & Georgia, & their Confederates,’’ ete. Public Record Office, Colonial 
£:40, p. 175. Most of the Publie Reeord Office papers herein cited have 

1 in the form of transcripts in the Library of Congress. 
1 Johnson, Traditions and Reminiscences Chiefly of the American Revolu 


South (Charleston, 1851), 108. I have found no record in Charleston of 
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conflicting interests and ambitions of Indians, of frontiersmen, 
of provincial governors, legislators, traders, and land specula 
tors, and of imperial authorities in England. During the thi 
teen years preceding the Revolution he kept peace between the 
ageressive frontiersmen and the restless Indians ot his depart 
ment.° 

Durine the winter of 1774-75, because of the rising tide 
opposition to the policy of the British ministry, Stuart found his 
life in Charleston increasingly uncomfortable.’ ‘‘Our People 
here,’’ he wrote to his friend, General Haldimand, ‘‘are so in 
flamed with political enthusiasm, that anywhere else in Americ 
they would be deemed proper Inhabitants of Bedlam 
Dons are out every day drilling and an affectation of Milita 
Spirit is at present much the fashion here.’’* He aroused thi 
hostility of the ‘Patriots’? when he and other ‘‘placemen”’ 
the South Carolina Council recommended to the heutenant 
governor the suspension of their fellow councilman, Willa: 
Henry Drayton, because of Drayton’s authorship of an incendi 
ary pamphlet signed ‘‘Freeman.’’* Furthermore, there was 
fear in Carolina that in this contest with Great Britain the h 
dians might become involved.* In the South Carolina Provincial 
Congress a private letter from London was produced in whi 
it was asserted that ‘‘the Ministry had in agitation not only t 


1 
} 


bring down the Indians on the Inhabitants”’ of the province bu 


rT} udgments contained in these three sentences are based upon an ex 
tion of a considerable body of material relating to John Stuart’s superintender 
As early as September 13, 1774, he wrote to General Haldimand: ‘‘ The zeal 
ir Patriots in this Country is very hot, it really renders Society here, which 
( markably agreable, at present quite the reverse, there is no such tt 
xing in Company without being obliged to sit and hear disagreable things, or | 
ito fruitless disputes, so that the circle of my acquaintances is at present 
ed.’’ Haldimand Papers, 12, p. 392 (Canadian Transcripts). 
N ! 0, 1774 12, p. 397 
R. W. Gibbes, Documentary History of the American Revolution, 1764-1 
N y y L855 70 
§ The South Carolina Provincial Congress urged that the inhabitants learn 
f arms in view of the defenseless state of the country ‘‘ever subject to h 
ns by Indians, ete.’’ The proclamation against the exportation of gun powder 
‘om Great Britain was denounced as depriving the colonists ‘‘of the 
ry Means of Defense, against Indians and domestick Enemies, as well as ag 
foreign Powers.’’ South Carolina Gazette Charleston), January 23, Februar} 
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instigate a slave uprising.’ It was rumored that Stuart 


» tO 1NSU) 


.d received letters from General Gage, and it was said by some 


t these contained orders to put the Indians in motion against 


. opponents of British policy. 


Stuart had, in fact, received a letter from Gage in January, 


forming him that ‘‘ill-affeeted People’’ in the northern colonies 
ere attempting to alienate the affections of the Indians from 


Majesty. The superintendent had at once written to his 
ties warning them ‘‘against any attempts of the like nature 
ebauch the Indians in their respective Districts.’’ In report- 


this to the Earl of Dartmouth, he added the assuranee that 


‘thing in his power should ‘‘be omitted to keep all the Indians 


) 


m in their love & attachment to the King, & in a temper to be 
vs ready to act in His Service.’’*° The Patriots had as yet 
rumors of these letters, but they were fearful of the Indians 

| of the use that Stuart, an official of the Crown, might make 
his influence with the savages. 

On May 11, news arrived in Charleston of the Battle of Lex 

ton.* Intense excitement prevailed. Henry Laurens reported 

his son, Henry: ‘‘the Sound of Drums & Fifes is heard all day 

o, Grenadier, Light Infantry, Artillery & the ordinary Mili 

Companies are trained to Arms every day.’’** Opponents 
the Association were carried through the streets in tar and 
ithers.*° The report was industriously circulated that Stuart 

d sent orders to the Catawba and Cherokee Indians for an im 

diate attack upon the frontier. Information was brought to 
rt of Patriot plans to seize him. Arising from a sick bed 


{ 


d, late in May, to his plantation on Lady’s Island, and soon 


Campbell to Dartmouth, August 31, 1775, South Carolina Publie 


i} 
I 


ransecripts from the Publie Record Office), 35, p. 191. Campbell reported 


} ; 
, 


rts had been used and ‘‘notorious falsehoods’’ had been propagated 


minds of the People with the worst opinion of His Majesty’s Min 


The effect of the letter from London he thus described: ‘‘Words, I am 
1 degrees 


express the flame that this ocecasion’d 


amongst all ranks and 


nd savage barbarity of the scheme was the conversation of all Com 


it to Dartmouth, March 28, 1775, Publie Record Office, C. 0., 5:76, p. 177. 


es, op. cit., 91. 


\f 92 or ° . , 
y 26, 1775, Laurens Letter Books, 22, p. 92 (in the possession of the Sout 
Hiistorieal Society) 
, ; ; aa 
Carolina and American General Gazett¢ Charleston), Jur oo Rh 


} 
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proceeded from there to Savannah. The story was spread that 
in consequence of his orders thirty-four families on the fronti; 
had been murdered by the Cherokee. ‘’wo members of the Pr 
vineial Congress circulated accounts, equally false, that in 176 
Stuart had betrayed Fort Loudoun to the Indians, and had b 
the instrument for the massacre of its garrison. And otherwis 


‘bv the 


WOS 


cdeseribed it, 


defamatory Reports and Insinuations,’’ as Stuart 
‘‘they endeavored to blacken’’ his character 


VALLEY 


make him ‘‘obnoxious to the people.’’ 


( nemies proceeded 


to Savannah 


where 


Krom South Carolina his 
much st 
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REVIEW 


rong 


against the superintendent was aroused. In an attempt 


fend himself, Stuart requested some of the opposition in Georgia 


to examine his correspondence with his superiors and his dep 


uties. 


aequit him of the charges that had been made against him un 
a letter from his deputy in the Cherokee nation, Alexander 
Cameron, was read. In this letter, which was a reply to the o 
Stuart had written in January warning against attempts on t] 
part of the disaffected to tamper with the Indians, Camero: 
assured the superintendent that he ‘‘had the vanity to th 
[Stuart] thought proper, 
his Majesty and Gover 


that he 


eould head any number he 


whenever called upon in support of 


ment.’’ 


letter to him necessitated. 


the Georgians. 


June 21, at St. Augustine." 


(‘ameron’s letter, when transmitted to Charleston, added fu 


there to the flame of hatred of Stuart. 


ea 


imes Wr 


tron 





( ampbe | 


tf Stuart 


en 
Pp 
is... £77 
Ss. | 
3] 


* considered it necessary to t 


] 


e CONnsilat 
» St 


ra 


‘‘Good God,’’ exclaimed 


ameron 


red guilty. 
uurt of a 


or 







Joseph Haber 


Cen 
lack 


why 








’ 
1eron's 


of eand I 
should the 










feelin 


This they did, and they appear to have been incline 


Cameron’s offer went further, perhaps, than Stuart’ 
Sut it damned Stuart in the eves « 
To escape an infuriated mob he took refuge 0 
board His Majesty’s schooner, St. John, which landed hin, 01 


Dartmouth, June 20, 1775, Colonial Reeor 

iblic Record Offiee), 38: Part 1, p- 175: 
Calendar - Home Office Pape rs, Ger 

'. Committee of Intelligence, July 18, 1775 
Stu to Dartmouth, July 21, 1775, 


onists in Charleston did not 


lo+t 
l¢ ¢ 
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Laurens, ‘‘what horrible Seenes are exhibited in Civil 


> \irs. Stuart, who with her daughter had been left behind 


the superintendent fled from Charleston, was threatened 

lence, and by Wiliam Henry Drayton was compelled 
liver to him some dispatches that had recently arrived for 
rt from West Florida. The South Carolina Provincial Con- 
impeached Stuart. Commissioners were appointed to take 


. of the provinee’s relations with the Cherokee and Creek 


Pay was voted for fifty Catawba Indians ‘‘to be taken 
service of the Colony under the direction of proper 
The Committee of Intelligence was instructed to 


Men.’’ 
i Bical r TAY | ’ a} aroa h« hi; ] 1a YY) é le a0a1 st 
Stuart to answer the charge that had been made agaln: 


nea 


Stuart and the Committee of Intelligence there en 
letters. The Committee in 


PEN 
an interesting exchange otf 
ned the superintendent that he stood ‘‘in a very unfavour 
Light with the publick,’’ demanded copies of his correspond 


with General Gage and with his deputies, or preferably, his 
onal appearance in Charleston ‘‘in exculpation of’’ his con 
,and warned him that his estate in South Carolina stood ‘‘as 
curity for the good Behaviour of the Indians in the Southern 
partment.’’'? At about the same time William Henry Dray- 
wrote personally to Stuart denying the implication that 
Colonel Howarth of 


had earlier made in a letter to 
proceedings 


lar 
Drayton’s prominence in the 


irleston that 
t Stuart was actuated by a spirit of revenge that resulted 


mm Stuart’s part in securing’ Drayton’s suspension from the 


Rather, Drayton boasted: dl i suspension placed me 
Indians were ready to take an active part in the quarrel Stuart’s 


Aucustine was deemed conclusive evidence o 


t 31, 1775, op. cit. 


Dartmouth, July 2, 1775 
Lewis Gervais, Arthur Middleton 
John Stuart, June 21, 1775, 
r was sent first 
then sent to St. Augustine with : 
our last letter, We cam 
gia after you had an 
eyes of the Publie.’ 


in addition to t] 
In addition te 
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aC ction for which he did not, 
me rit 
of acting otherwise, 


VALLEY 


however, wish to ‘‘arrogate 
’ for he was, according to his own profession, ‘ 


$9 As 
£15 


for Stuart’s family 
continued, he had made it his business to quiet their 
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than as becomes a Gentlemen.’’ 
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in a favourable point of view with the public, and brought an 
dition to my little reputation. 


fears, 


‘incapable 


18 


an 











,ad 
ad- 


, Drayton 


q] 
ally 


Stuart replied to the Committee vigorously yet in good temper 


He refused to send copies of his correspondence, but he as 


the South Care 


ee 


ylinians: 


sured 
[ never have received any Orders fron 


ra 


my Superiors which by the most tortured Construction, could } 


interpreted to 


spirit 


up or employ the Indians to 
frontier Inhabitants or to take any part in the Disputes betwee: 


fal 


1 upon 


t } 


Li 


Great Britain and her eine and I do not know that any pai 


of my Conduet, 
upon me the Imputati 


Belief that 


{ 
LO 


them 


make 
has been most 
I 

the least 
and all of 
false, 


ot Honor t 


You 


th le pe O} yle.’ 


ae alone: he had ‘‘always considered both 


as pledged tor 
and ; 


for 


Idea of : 


ever consider it 

Dy yto » Stuart, June 29, 1775, ibid., 5:76, 

S rt te Committe July 18, 1775, wbi 

Il, 1681 Something of the impression 
gathered from a letter Henry Laurens 
77 ‘after a very laboured apology for part « 
concerning the Cherokees he has prevail 
» might not have meant to set those Indian 
ned in my belief that he meant to h: the 

His Majesty’s Government.’ Those are his v . 







is he was ‘* 


thro’ 


industriously 


d 


dut 


+ 
ane 


15 


all the various Seenes of my 
ion of Cruelty o1 
I could Wantonly Use my Influence with the Indiar 
fall upon Innocent people 


Li 


> Inhumanity, or 


Yet 


fe, ean 


, 


fix 
induce 


propagated, altho it 1s absoluiel 


‘6 


a 


. Virtuous and policed Community.’’ 
the committee called 


his ‘*preeipitate Departure’’ 
he should ‘‘for 


as a Most 





sav that 


o in Your Consciences believe the Charge 
I therefore think I have 


Life 


4 


299 


p. 329. 
5:76, p. 313 (prim 
made in C} 


John La 


ter which } 


wrote 


f a Let 


To 


upon some peop 


Ss upon us — 
m prepared to ‘ Aet 
Jo. Hal 





am ol 





\s for 


fortunate KE 


iarleston 
urens, 


1e 


every 01 


t 


it was in the power of 


A 


in F 


Qi, 


ted 


by 


wrote 


le to say 


in fav 


1 4 
served 


scape.’ 


+ 
1 


and [’ortu 
iful Obedience to the King and the Laws 
not conscious of having transgressed,’’ 
that security t 


] 
} 


ral 


such an Opinio) 


impossible that it could or can be Supported by any Evidence o 
Credibility; and I will venture to 8S 
try b 
Right to call upon You as Mer 
to efface the Impression it has made on the Minds | 0 
As regards his estate, 


93 


rol 


he hoped 
o his property which was ‘‘inseperable { 
what 


from Georgia, 


August 


for my own part 
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‘o Drayton he wrote in anger: ‘‘I know not who it was that pro- 
vated such an injurious & False Report, but illiberal as the 
rd Villain may appear to be, the Malicious Author of such a 
amny certainly Merits the Appellation.’’ *° 
With Cameron also, who had his home at Lochaber, in the 
ick country’’ of South Carolina near the Indian boundary 
the Council of Safety entered into communication. Andrew 
iamson, a member of the Council, visited Cameron in the 


Cherokee nation where he had gone upon hearing reports that 


Revolutionists planned to seize him. He was shown copies of 
Stuart’s letter to him and his reply and he acknowledged them. 
But he assured Williamson that he could not construe these let- 
ers as the Provincial Congress had done. ‘rom the whole tenor 

Stuart’s correspondence he could not believe that the super- 
ndent desired him to induce the Cherokee to fall upon South 
lina ‘*but only to endeavour to keep the said Indians firmly 
hed to his Majesty’s government.’’ As for his own reply 
Stuart, he had never had any thought of leading the Indians 
st the provinee, and if in the future he should receive or- 
to induce them to fall upon defenceless women and children, 
ould probably resign. Regarding an offer of a monetary 
ard that the Council of Safety had authorized, if he would 
port the Revolution, he declared ‘‘that he held any kind of 


.in the utmost detestation.’’ Williamson was econvineed 
Cameron’s sincerity and sought to quiet the fears of the 


1 


nT 


vlersmen.” 





nor have those powers any subjects or territories against whom or 
Cherokees could act,’’ Laurens Letter Books, 22, p. 133. 
to Drayton, July 18, 1775, Public Record Office, C. O., 5:76, p. 
1 of the Couneil of Safety for the Provinee of South Carolina,’’ June 


ais Lito. In Collections of the South Carolina Historical Society (Charles 


S58), II, 22-74. John Lewis Gervais, a Charleston merchant and a member of 
nmittee of Intelligence, wrote Cameron, June 27, in part: ‘*My dear frie 
me to entreat you not to sully your hands Your heart & your honour unde? 

If your duty requires dishonorable acts of you RESIGN and live 
ed, and I make no doubt I may say rewarded among your friends &ca 
t was the rule of your a tions, which |] think it is not that also would be 
* your resignation for if the Indians break out I should tremble for 
r & the Cameronian Family no doubt an enraged people would exterm 
and all their property & possessions as the Instruments of all their 
s & distresses By Captn Stuarts exposing your letters he might have en 


e if you was not beloved as you are in this settlement I think 


nable.’’? Publie Reeord Office, C. O., 5:77 
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Nevertheless fear of an attack upon the frontiers persisted | 
Carolina. No statement by Stuart or by Cameron could destr 
the confidently expressed belief that the British were active! 
seeking to arouse the Indians. Repeatedly during the su 





mimic 








and fall of 1775 it was rumored that the up-country Loyalists. 








the Indians against the frontiers.** Perhaps some of these 1 


i { 






ports were circulated with a design to win the frontiersmen to 
ereater support of the Revolution. If so, the Loyalists could 












also use this appeal to fear. When the Provincial Congress sent 
small quantities of powder to the Cherokee in order to help ap 
pease these Indians who had grown restless because of their 
failure to receive their customary supplies, this powder wa 
seized by Lovalists. They spread the story that it had been sent 
for the purpose of setting the Indians upon those who had re 
fused to sign the Association, and that the Associationists, b 
wearing in their hats a piece of bear’s skin, a deer’s tail, o1 

ieee of white paper, were to be distineuished by the India 


‘com the Kine’s faithful subjects who were to be massacre 





'@ 
fy 


This piece of propaganda seems to have been effective for a co1 


siderable number of men flocked to the standard of the up 






country Loyalists, and the Provincial Congress had to take pains 
to explain the reasons for sending powder to the Indians. 
What the Revolutionists desired of the Indians, however, o1 
at least the most that they hoped of them, was that they remau 
neutral. That the Indians remain neutral was also the desire of 
John Stuart during the summer and fall of 1775. The Revolu 










tionists in Charleston had diseovered nothing to prove 1! 
tuart, before he left Charleston and Savannah, had made : 
attempts to incite the Indians, though their fears, and their sus 
picions, and perhaps their desires to incite reluctant ones 
support their cause, induced them to believe that they had. The 


swers that Stuart and Cameron made to the charges against 


m impress the reader today with their sineerity. Both men 













166, 


on. wa = 
167, 168, 179. 





: : . Swee ey 
Williamson to Edward Wilkinson, November 6, 1775, and Declara 





November 19, 1775, ibid., 209, 210; South Carolina and American G 
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h repugnance the idea of savages let loose upon the 


after his arrival in St. Augustine, Stuart heard that 


309 


sine dissatisfaction existed in the Creek and Cherokee 


ns heeause of the fact that the Revolutionists had seized 


ler that would normally have reached the Indians through 


iers. 


\ 1} 
ad WOU 


To prevent an attack upon the settlements that he 
ld result from this and also to support the influence 


; deputies with the Indians, he sought to send to the Indians 


wwder that was necessary for their hunting. Furthermore, 


ters to the Indian country bear witness to his pacifie atti 


To the 


Creek 


Indians 


he 


sent 


the following message: 


is an unhappy Dispute between the People of England 


white People of America, which however cannot Affect 


as you ean be supplied with Necessaries from Pensacola 


lle and this place 
Peace, and it is not the Intention of Either Party to hurt 


St vou 


- where the people live like Brothers and 


some of your People as I am informed met with 


ting Provineial Officers in the back parts of Georgia - 


this alarm you, as nothing is meant by it against you or 


ot 


ther Natio 


in similar vein. 


I) 


Red 


nest the white People themselves.’’ 


People, but to decide a 


Dispute 


To the Cherokee he 


He reprimanded them for the killing of 


vhite men in their nation and for giving aid to the Shawnee 


tog 
a 
rent 


+ ¢ 
OT 4 


<s upon the whites in Virginia. He advised them to pay 
ion to the enemies of the Kine and to listen only to the 
‘ameron. He warned them: ‘‘What I now tell you is 


our own good, I have no Interest in it but to prevent Your 


ry 
1" 


and tl 
xpressed himself forcefully 
14th August you desire that I 
lve them in 


any difficulties by the dispute 


+ 
l 


o stuart, 


will assure the 


T 
i 


November 


ne 


Q 


uians 


subsisting 


er Colonies - [ pray God that may be the case, for sh 
to take up the Hatchet against the Colonies Issu 
ould not be restrained from Committing the most 
nen and Children &ea. the People in Carolina would 1 
cts of this nature, but they dont know the feelings 
my Duty to my Sovereign exceeds all other Cons I 
Of a, bee 9 Ae 47, p. 169 
me Gi asP l :76, p. 369 rinted in Gibbes, op. cit. 





ere is a difference between the White people of Eng 
ie White people of America, this is a matter which 


1775: **In your 
that there ni 
ig between Great 
1 t} Indians 
e of l W ild € 
iman barbari 
helieve that I 
al tenderness ¢ 
t > Publi 
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does not coneern you: they will decide it among themselves,” 

eputies, David Taitt in the Creek nation and Alexande 
Cameron in the Cherokee, he sent instructions ‘‘to support the’ 


7 
A 
l'o his d 


own consequence and to frustrate any attempts of the Emiss 
ies sent by the Carolina Congress or any other Persons to aliey 
ate the minds of the Indians from their Duty to His Majesty 
and their confidence in him and his officers, at the same time 
prevent their committing any act of violence or Hostility on th 
[Inhabitants of the Provinces by all possible means.’’ ** Copies 
of some of these letters fell into the hands of the Carolinia 
who viewed them skeptically as designed only to mislead tl 
Revolutionists.** They were, however, of the same general teno1 
as the official reports that Stuart made to Gage and Dartmout! 
and seem to have been correct expressions of his policies at this 
period. Something of his more personal feelings was expressed 
to a friend: ‘‘I sincerely pray God to send Peace and restor 
harmony and order in the place of anarchy and Discord and co: 
fusion.’’ °° 

While Stuart was thus pursuing what may be described as 
defensive policy as regards the Indians of his department, h 
superiors were formulating an aggressive one. In June, Genera 
Gage proposed to Dartmouth that Indians be used against tl 
Americans who were marching against Quebec.*° Dartmout 
agreed that the Indians should be induced ‘‘to take up the ha 
chet against his Majesty’s rebellious subjects in America.’’ 
Gage accordingly wrote Stuart in September that the ‘‘ Rebels’ 


had ‘fopen’d the Door,’’ that they had ‘‘brought down ali th 
August 30, 1775, ibid., 5:76, p. 365 (printed in Gibbes, op. cit., 159 
Stuart to Gage, September 15, 1775, Papers of Cont. Cong., 51:1, ] 
rt was made to Dartmouth, September 17, 1775, Public Record | 
ee 6 Rar iE 
Henry Laurens to William H. Drayton, September 21, 1775, South Ca 
Historical and Genealogical Magazine (Charleston), I, 299. 
»Stuart to Richard Yates, September 29, 1775, Papers of Cont. Cong., 
Dartmouth, ‘‘private,’’ June 12, 1775, Publie Reeord Office, C 
7 He eontinued: ‘f‘And we need not be tender of ealling upor 
ges, as the Rebels have shewn us the Example by bringing as many Ind 
rininst us here as they eould eolleet.’? 


Dartmouth to Guy Johnson, July 24, 1775, quoted in Arthur H. Basye 
( rT ers of Trade and Plantations (New Haven, 1925), 195, n. 44 


D m th t Gage, August 2, 1775, Publie Reeord Office, C. Q.. S292; p 
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ves they could against’’ the British in Boston, and that 
opportunity offered the Indians of the Southern Depart- 


ee 


should be made to ‘‘take arms against his Majesty’s 
ies, and to distress them all in their power.’’ * 
s order reached Stuart early in October, and, subject to 
nterpretation of it, he proceeded at once to take steps to put 
» effect. He ordered supplies of guns, ammunition, and In- 
ods to be sent to Pensacola. He urged, on the other hand, 
one of these things be permitted to arrive in Carolina and 
for the Indians would be inclined to give their aid to 
10 could and would supply them with these necessities.** 
irranged a conference with the Lower Creek in order that he 
| Governor Tonyn of East Florida might secure their aid in 
ling St. Augustine against attack by the Rebels.** He ap- 
| his brother, Henry Stuart, his confidential agent to pro- 
| to Pensacola, there to communicate Gage’s orders to Gov- 
or Chester of West Florida and to Stuart’s subordinates, to 
ord to the superintendent’s agents in the Choctaw and 
aw nations to prepare those Indians to act when ealled 
then to proceed to the Upper Creek and finally to the 
erokee and in those nations, in codperation with Taitt and 
meron and loyal traders, to seek to engage the Indians ‘‘to 
\ajesty’s service.’’ Stuart concluded his instructions 
is brother, however, with this warning: ‘‘ You will under- 
d that an indiscriminate Attack upon the Provinces is not 
nt, but to act in the Execution of any concerted Plan and to 
his Majesty [sic] Troops and Friends in distressing the 
ls and bringing them to a sense of their Duty.’’ 
Cameron and Taitt, the superintendent wrote some weeks 
r, directing them to induce the Indians to join with the Loyal 
Carolina and Georgia, who had already taken up arms 
ge to Stuart, September 12, 1775, ibid., 5:76, p. 381. 


) Gage, October 24, 1775, ib ics Ey ie p. 101; Stuart to Dartmouth, 
{ 
t 


Eis 1775. ibid., Tw it p- 43; i List of Sundry Articles to be lelivered 


n February next by Mr. James Penman Merchant,’’ ibid., 5:77, p. 117. 


nts of this conference at the Cowford in early December are in Publie 
Office, C. O., 5:77, pp. 29, 47; 5:556, pp. 149-168; and in Tonyn to Dart 


December 18, 1775, ibid., 5506. p. 141. 


to Henry Stuart, October 24, 1775, Public Record Office, C. O., 5:77, 
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against the Rebels or who might do so in the future. But ¢, 
these deputies, as to Henry Stuart, he gave the warning that |, 
did not construe the instructions he had received from Gener: 
Gage ‘‘as an Order to attack the frontier Inhabitants of the pro 
vinees indiscriminately; by which Means the innocent might 
suffer and the guilty eseape.’’ *° To the governors of Georgia. 
the two Carolinas, and Virginia he sent word of his readiness t 
cooperate with the Indians in ‘‘any concerted plan’’ for the x 












establishment of the King’s authority in their provinces.” 

In other words, Stuart’s interpretation of the instructions tha 
he had received from Gage was that the Indians should not } 
incited to a general attack upon the frontier settlements in whic 
Rebels, Tories, women, and children would suffer indiserimin 
ately, but that they should be prepared to be used as auxiliarie: 
to regular troops of organized Loyalists, and that this use o 
them should be made only when some concerted plan of can 
paign had been formulated. On the frontiers of the souther 
provinces were many who were still loyal to the King and many 
more who had not yet declared themselves. They lived in fi 


and dislike of the Indians. Should the savages descend upon 1 













frontier settlements in seattered sealping parties, as they had 
done during the French and Indian War, these potential friends 
of the British cause would become as much its enemies as we! 
the inhabitants of the low-country, and these two groups, tradi 
tionally hostile to and suspicious of each other, would becom 
allies in the contest against Great Britain. Policy as well as tl 
dictates of humanity thus induced Stuart to interpret his 1 
structions as he did.** Lord Germain, who succeeded Dartmout! 














Taitt, December 15, 1775, to Cameron, December 16, 1775 








Stuart to Dartmouth, January 19, 1776, ibid., 5:77, p. 75 


Stuart to Clinton, Mareh 15, 1776: ‘‘Altho’ the 





terms of General Gages Lett 







to Employ the Indians in distressing the Rebels, by all the ways and as mu 
e; yet I could not construe this to mean an indiscriminate attack uy 
Frontier Inhabitants of the Provinces, which would involve the friends of G 









n e innocent & defenceless in ruin, and would induce a Coalition of all parties 
f repelling a Common Enemy, I therefore Instructed my Agents to dispos¢ 
Indians to Aet under their directions when required, but not to take any step ¢ 
Execution of some connected plan jointly with the friends of Gover! 
r to favour the Operations of His Majesty ’s Forees by drawing the attent 
of t Rebells.’’ Jbid., 5:77, p. 209. See also Stuart’s reply to Gage, Oct 
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ary of state for the colonies, inclined to be even more 
tive. He was glad that Governor Tonyn and Stuart had 
nted the ‘‘defection’’ of the Creek, but added: ‘‘At the 
time, the making those Savages Parties in the present un- 
py Dispute is a Measure of a very delicate nature, and per- 
ought not to be pressed forward but in proportion as if 
be necessary to counteract any Steps of the like Tendency 
ay be taken by the Rebels.’’ *° 
r some time, in fact, the up-country Loyalists had been giv 
rouble to the Revolutionists. However, they needed arms, 
inition, and experienced officers before they could under- 
serious offensive in codperation with a simultaneous at- 
upon the coastal region by British regulars. To ask for 
aid, one of the leaders of the Loyalists, Moses Kirkland, 
sent by Governor Campbell of South Carolina to General 
in Boston.*° Unfortunately for his plans, Kirkland was 
ired by the Revolutionists and the papers that he carried, 
iding letters from John Stuart that spoke of his plans for 
{ the Indians, were taken from him. The reception of 
tters in South Carolina raised higher than before the 
ng of hostility against Stuart and since he could not per- 
ally be reached his property was confiscated and his wife 
nade a prisoner in her house.” 
search of a ‘‘econecerted plan’’ for the use of the Indians, 
irt went in February, 1776, to Cape Fear, North Carolina, 
er with General Clinton.” He carried with him proposals 
‘the use of Creek and Cherokee Indians under white leaders 
were formulated by Thomas Brown, a Loyalist who some 
uths before this had been ridden in a cart down the streets of 


rs of Cont. Cong., 51:1, p. 161 (printed in Force, op. cit., IV, 3 


n, Memoirs of the American Revolution, I, 297). John Moultrie ] 


1775 


mind when he wrote General Grant, October 4, 


Britain were in the back parts of South Carolina and 
lians were put in motion these would suffer, and 
The Revolutionists played upon this fear of the Indians in their 
‘“ back country ee support for their cause. 
Tonyn, December 23, 
ell to Dartmouth, September 19, 1775 


from the Jt urnals of the Prov 


id 
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Augusta clothed in a coat of tar and feathers. In this eonfi rene 
however, no plans for the immediate use of the Indians we; 
adopted and Stuart returned to St. Augustine and from the 
proceeded to Pensacola. To the intense disgust of Goven 

Tonyn, who chafed at the failure to use the Indians, Stuart? 
poliey was still a non-aggressive one. At the most, it seem 

they would not be used until the following winter.** 

In the meantime Henry Stuart, after a long and diffe 
journey, had arrived, late in April, in the country of the ‘Ove; 
hill’? Cherokee. He found these Indians, particularly the yow 
warriors, greatly dissatisfied and strongly inclined to go to ) 
because of settlements that had been made on the Holst 
Watauga, and Nollichucky rivers, in the present northeastern 
corner of Tennessee. These settlements were on the Indian si 
of the boundary line that had been fixed by treaty, and the fro: 
tier inhabitants thereof, in violation of the Proclamation of 17! 
had first leased and then in 1775, when Richard Henderson p 
chased Transylvania, had bought from the Indians their la 
The Indians claimed, and traders testified, that the deeds h: 
been secured by fraud. The settlers had been warned by Ca 
eron, as early as 1774, to remove within the boundary lin 
This they had failed to do, and had continued to maintain th 
selves, under the Watauga Compact, as ‘‘an inconsiderable y: 
a Seperate State.’’ Henry Stuart and Cameron nov 
suaded the belligerently inclined Indians to resort to negoti 
| 


tions rather than to war as a means of reeoverine their lands 


( ) 
They accordingly sent to the Wataugans, by Isaae Thoma: 
trader, a letter warning them of the danger of an Indian att: 
and suggesting that those who so desired might secure land 
proceeding, as others from this region had done, to the lov 
Mississippi. The letter concluded with the warning that the | 


] 
i 


dians expected that the whites would remove within twent 


Stuart to Germain, May 20, 1776, Col. Rec. of N. C., X, 607; Tonyn to © 


May 21, June 8, to Germain, June 10, 1776, Public Reeord Office, C. O., 5 


14 Cameron to Stuart, Apr 12, 1774, Haldimand Papers (Canadian Trai 





Dunmore to Dartmouth, May 16, 1774, Public Record Office, C. O., 5:1 
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;“° The Wataugans replied with expressions of friendship 
Indians and of loyalty to the King, but they did not 

se to leave their lands,** and a second and more urgent 
arning was sent them by Cameron and Henry Stuart.** It ap- 
rs. however, that the Wataugans were not sincere in their 
essions of loyalty. What they sought, apparently, was time 
1 to prepare to defend themselves and to secure the sup- 

of the Revolutionists in Virginia in the continued ocecupa- 
their lands. One of them, Jesse Benton, appears to have 

a letter from Stuart and Cameron which stated that a 
tish army was to land in Pensacola, march through the Creek 
Cherokee nations and with the southern Indians fall upon 
Carolina and Virginia frontiers and destroy all who were not 
to the King.*® This letter, with appeals for military aid in 
ding themselves against the Cherokee, they sent to the 
itionary authorities in Virginia. These in turn seem to 
accepted the forged letter at its face value and promised 
assistance that the Wataugans asked. The letter was widely 
ted throughout the South, where it created much indigna- 
Meanwhile, a delegation of northern Indians had arrived in 
Cherokee nation. They told of encroachments by whites upon 


nds. They related a weird tale of the capture and boiling 


re | 


uart and Alexander Cameron ‘‘to the Inhabitants of Watauga 


& 
ky & others settled on this side the Boundary line,’’ May 7, 1776, ibid 
Letter from John Carter (In the Name of the People at Watagau 
sts, Henry Stuart and Alexander Cameron Esq's.,’? May 13, 1776, 
and Cameron to John Carter and other inhabitants of Watauga, 
fo P p. 301. 
, signed ‘‘ Henry Stuart,’’ was published in Purdie’s Virginia Gazett¢ 
s been reprinted in David Ramsay, History of the Revolution « 
re! 178 I, 334, in J. G. M. Rams {nn ] 
is 147 nd elsewher Henry S i Ss s T Ss 
1 in his report to J Stuart referred I e ol, t., and 
IS pI es oO Edwal 1 Wilk nson, J ‘s 177( ra 
O 594. De Lod. 
Bledsoe to William Preston, M: y 22, W m Cocke to Bledsoe, May 
Carter to [Preston?], May 30, 1776, Draper Papers, 4QQ42, 44, 45; Journal 
( ention, June 7, 1776, in For 1 t.. VI, 1554; R. R 
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in tar of their superintendent, Guy Johnson, by the Reh 


the Rebels of forts along the frontier, and of the raising 
troops with which to attack the Indians. The receipt of a thre 
ening letter from the Committee of Fineastle County, Virei: 
completed the determination of the warriors to fight. 
Stuart and Cameron and their old men were unable to r 
them. As Cameron expressed it: ‘‘All our Rhetorick could 
hem from taking up the Hatchet.’’ The 
poured down upon the frontiers of Virginia, the Carolinas, a 
For this outbreak of Indian warfare John Stuart’s respor 
bilitv was small. During the first fifteen months of revolutiong 
eonflict in America, his handling of the Indians had beer 
eid dly non-aggressive. He had obeyed orders from his sup 


interpretation of these orders he had found 1 


ng that as yet necessitated the use of Indians against the Re 
He reported with regret the action that the Cherokee had tal 

( ie chided their leaders, his old friends, for their diso} 
ence of his orders.’ By some, notably by Governor Tony 


was severely criticized for not adopting a more aggressive po 
By the Americans he was bitterly condemned for his alleged 
citement of the savages to wartare. 


His polhev durme the remainder of his service as indian s1 


endent is, however, another and a different story. 
¢ rt, July 9, 1776, Public Record Office, C. O. 
( kee « \ 
. nH < s leng nort to John Stuar Augvs 
( \ ( ‘ 7 o) H » ir » 
Miay 7 } Ne. »>& n n, Ay rust 2 177 
( ( () ‘ 247, 27 
Ge} Aug 177 1 n. 87: to O 
( 7 ( Cong.. 7 1 l 


hey demanded that the Cherokee join them in war against th 
whites. Reports were brought into the nation of the building } 


2 ee 
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\NA AS A FACTOR IN FRENCH DIPLOMACY 
KROM 1763 TO 1800 


By Miuprep STadu FLETCHER 


ae ; : _ ] piles, : ey seis 
enerally been assumed that the retrocession of Louisi- 


] 


rance by the treaty of San Ildefonso, October 1, 1800, 


; : ; neg : » 41 ' , 
nination of a consistent poley of the I rench govern 


hl r the preceding thirty seven years to reestablish a 


ond 


mplre in Ame rica. Chis view has be 1} sponsored by 


rn j | > 
ir. Turner alone cites authority to prove that Irance 
tently desired to recover Louisiana, but his argument 


ipon a memoir published in 1802, supposedly the work 


, —_€ "tet , ] Y) y a p ‘ ] + ] 
nes, and a statement 1n the memoirs of Godoy, to the 
‘ F ; ' rY ' 
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territorially in the Mississippi Valley.° The same may be gaiq 
of the correspondence of the Spanish ambassador to Paris dy 
ing the period from 1787 to 1791.' 
rom the peace of 1763 to 1783 French poliey in North An 
ica was dictated by an effort to humiliate Great Britain by dis 
turbine her colonial empire in America. After 1778 the maj 
purpose was to retain both Spain and the thirteen colonies 
close alliance. The first policy explains the presence of Ch 
seul’s agents in this country and the alliance with the colonies 
1778.5 The second explains Luzerne’s attempt to influence t] 
Continental Congress to give up the demand for the territo: 
between the Allegheny Mountains and the Mississippi Rive: 
the instructions of Congress to the Commissioners of Peace t 
they be directed in their negotiations by Vergennes,” and Ray 
neval’s proposal to Jay to preserve the land west of the moun 
tains and south of the Ohio River as Indian territory, with t 
southwestern part under the influence of Spain and the nort 
he influence of the United States.’ Like: 


the Freneh ministers to the United States from 1783 to 178 


Marbois, Otto, and Moustier, were carefully instructed to rem 


western part under t 


completely neutral even to the extent of refusing to act as m 
ators in the controversy which had arisen between Spain and t 
United States over the navigation of the Mississippl. 


lrance had given Louisiana to Spain in 1763 without re 


ance and Spain had received it without enthusiasm. As a Fret 
6 | respondence for the period 1778-87, Archives du Ministére des Aff 
Etrangeres (transcripts in the Library of Congress, hereafter cited as A. M. A 
for the period 1787-89, Am. Hist. Rev., VIII, 709-33; and George Bancroft, 
History of the Formation of the Constitution (New York, 1883), II, Append 
7 Albert Mousset, 1 [émoin Ignoré de la Révolution: le comte de Fernan N 
{mbassadeur d’Espa i Paris, 1787-1791 (Paris, 1924). Dr. Bemis } 
Me ¢ 1 editing the correspondence of Fernan Nui 
nd 1 posals on France y | I 
I s cit., 14 
I neis Whar T] } olut ary Diplomatic ¢ esnondence 
188 IIT, 488 
Report of conference with French minister, Luzerne, May 28, 1781, 
ns to Peace Commissioners, June 7, 1781, ibid., LV, 477. 
\ emoir 1 ng the right of the United States to the 
Mississippi, tbid., VI, 25-27. 
Otto to Vergennes, October 2, 1785, A. M. E., Etats Unis, III, fol: 
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had not paid the expenses of administration nor was it 
| to do so under Spanish rule.** The half-hearted attempts 


I‘rance previous to the Treaty of 1783 to curb American 
for the territory in the Mississippi Valley and her 


al to support our contentions with Spain for the navigation 


\lississippi after the treaty were not designed to enable 
ultimately to regain Louisiana, but to guarantee the 
rial integrity of her Spanish ally and to preserve a bal 
power in America, insuring thereby a dependence of 
upon France. 
the change of the French government in 1789, attempts 
ade to secure Louisiana from Spain and they continued 
creased vigor after April, 1795. These efforts were not 
iit of a consistent policy and, even from 1795 to the 
retrocession in 1800, the motive changed in negotiating 
icquisition of the territory. Sorel states, without au 
al Bourgoing suggested the retrocession of Louisi- 
1790 when he attempted to replace the Family Compact 


national pact during the Nootka Sound crisis.** Likewise 


] 


juotes a memoir of Dumouriez instructing Talleyrand in 


0 propose in London a partition of Spanish colonies in the 


\\) orl 


| between France and England in order to create an 
y between the latter and Spain and to prevent their 
in a war against ranee.° When war seemed imminent 
Il‘ranee and the two allied powers, Genét’s mission to 
ted States was planned. His proposal for attacks on 


and Louisiana was a means of making war on Spain 


] 1 


iad he been successful there was, with one exception, no 


plan for the disposal of any territory that might have 
‘quired. The exception did provide in case of any success 


nada ‘‘that star might be added to the American econstella- 


[t would seem therefore that the primary motive of 
Shepherd, ‘‘The Cession of Louisiana to Spain,’’ Political Scienes 
, AIX, 489-58: An Account of Loutsiana Laid before Congress 
President . . . November 14, 1803 (Providence, 1804), 63-6 
» History of Louisiana (New Orleans, 1885), I, 51, 356-57. 


7 "Ek urope et la Re volution Francaise Paris, L885-1904 ? LI, Q4 


Historical Association, Annual Report, 1896, I, 957-67; 1903, IT, 


, 1792, the minister of foreign affairs, doubtless 
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h American policy from 1790 to 1795, 1f we dise 
ated statement ot } urgoine’s overtur’ 
vé to establish a colonial empire, even though a s 
on of Talleyrand’s mission to London or ( 
n Louisiana might have made such a policy n 
ries negotiations with Prussia, Spain, Aust 
1, F'rance made peace with Prussia on April 5, 
on July 22 of the same year, but continued 
a closer alliance with Spain and the acquisiti: 
rine the two years following Austria was for 
ee by the Treaty of Campo Formio in 1797. P 
d remained nebulous because ot a number of ¢ 
If I’ ranee was to retain the left bank of the R 
st be ec mpen ited. sinee the I’rench const 
alienation of territory, England could be comp 
t the expense of France’s allies, either the B 
Spain. Unfortunately the territories of th 
r"( iranteed by the treaties of 1795. Iti 
stances When prevented immediate peace ¥ ith | 


f the Frene 
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plains the persistent attem 


‘h to aequire Louisiana, beginning \ 


1 immediately after the Treaty ot 
ie time when the acquisition ol Lou 
e Bonaparte-Tallevyrand schemes ol 
» Barthélemy, who with Yriarte ar 
h Spain in 1795, the Committee of | 


fo 


of Louisiana, although in fr 


who took up the negotiation 


. — i |17+] ty } 
ev granted him authority to yield al 
i ( qd or the Bur u ot ¢ y 
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élemy’s instructions were framed 


- 
- 


+ of a letter from Fauchet, the minister to the 


s, which urged the acquisition of Louisiana either 


; ere 
or war,.’’ in order to secure the dependence of the 

: ; ; = ; . ee 1 

non the friendship of the French, a thing which had 


* 


y by the Jay Treat still further 


1e Pinckney negotiations a fadrid. It is Ppossl- 
et’s letter was instrumental in getting the Com 


: ; : Paethal ee pee eee aati 
Nn instruetion tor barthelemy covering Louis! 


we eee: ee o Wihitisesn. Yili 
log possible that the conversations of William \W1¢CK 


ish minister to Switzerland, with the emmuissaries 
ties in #ranee, made the Committee aware tnat 
feeling for peace, and im that event they realized 


! 


4 was good trading material. Barthélemy and 


! H » 6) | ; . . line . 

ed an agreement on July Za, Lune tormel yielding on 

1. . x 

OULSlANnA and iceceptl san Vomine20 as a Sud 

] ] { = 
Tory, whiehn sueceededa the Committers Ol tf UDI 
} 2, 7 5 | | + | ag 
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Spain and the retroeession of Louisiana, in return 


Directorv would engage itself to procure Gibralter 


to neglect nothing in order to restore 
: e 5 ES ye ee ey oe 
fish in Newfoundland, and to provide a kn 


, -D en Snaee ee, ee 
Duke of Parma. A memoir attached 











THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY HISTORICAL REVIEW 





paix solide et avantageuse.’’ ** Perignon negotiated a treaty 

June, 1796, which made the cession of Louisiana contingent upon 
the acquisition of Gibralter by Spain, but the Directory refused 
to accept this arrangement on the ground that France was not 
vetting enough in return for setting up a kingdom for the Duk 
of Parma and for guaranteeing the numerous possessions o! 
Spain; it insisted that West Florida should be added to Loui 


) 
JULS 


ana and that Spain force Portugal into a peace.** Godoy had 
asked through the Spanish ambassador in London that Englar 
cvuarantee Spanish possessions in return for Spanish neutralit 
but England avoided an answer; consequently Godoy accepte 
the terms of July 27. After the Directory refused this arrang 
ment, Godoy, bolstered up by an offer from England to guara 


A 








tee Spanish possessions on the basis of 1790 and to pay the ex 
penses of the war, if Spain would reénter the coalition, decline 
to meet the increased demands of the Directory and infor 

Pérignon that England had offered to give Spain Gibralter a 
San Domingo, if she would reénter the coalition.*° Consequent 


the Direetory dropped the matter of Louisiana and signed 
treaty of alliance with Spain on August 19, 1796. 












Malmesbury, an English envoy, was in Paris from Octobs 
December, 1796, presumably on a peace mission but the sincerit 


Lit 


of t] 


the enterprise has been questioned.** He was not in a posit! 
to come to terms with France because England was not ready 
recognize France in the Austrian Netherlands.** His inst 
tions provided that, if France retained San Domingo, England 
would have to have compensation in the New World.” He 
up the negotiation at Lisle the following July with Maret 
Letourneur, and Pleville. He was prepared to guarante 


eolonial domain of France and the acquisitions in Belg 


‘i 
return for the Cape, Ceylon, and Trinidad with the privile 





YY 
or; 
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tine Porto Rico or New Orleans for the latter.*° To 
‘e on this basis it was necessary for France to secure 


? 4 
1 Peat 


of the Batavian Republics and Spain to the cession 
territory as compensation. England was in earnest for a 
tlement since Austria had eapitulated in the Peace of 
no Formio and the mutinies in the British navy were be 
o serious. 
June 29, when Letourneur and his companions reached 
the Directory dratted new instructions for Pérignon at 
In exchange for territory on the Gulf of Mexico he was 
pose the acquisition of Romagne for the Duke of Parma. 
refused to negotiate on these terms but offered to cede 
uisiana and Florida in return for Gibralter.** At the 
time a negotiation was begun with Portugal that Brazil 
be ceded to France as a means of off-setting Hnglish 
s to Dutch colonies.* 
eace between France and England turned on compensation 
Kingland from Spanish territory and Spain refused to cede 
her territory in the New World without receiving Gibral- 
compensation. The French commissioners talked matters 
ith Malmesbury at Lisle * and the latter, judging that 
ville, the minister of foreign affairs, was too proud to econ 
relinquishment of Gibralter, suggested to Pitt ** the 
y of exchanging it for Spanish territory in the New 
On July 16, 1797, a ministerial crisis occurred in Paris 
replaced Charles Delacroix with Talleyrand. The nego- 
nat Lisle was continued by Maret in secret until Septem 


> e = ’ 
aris. The KF reneh 


when the war party came into power in I 


tions communieated to the English ministry on July 16 


of conferenee with Letourneur, Pleville-le-Pelly, and Maret by Malme 
8, 1796, ibid., ITI, 385; Grenville to Sir Morton Eden, Am. Hist. RB 
$29.30 
Grenville, July 16, 1797, Malmesbury, op. eit., III, 
Malmesbury, July 21, 1797, l., III, 409. Pitt’s answer 
f July 16 is not publ ed and was f vE.D. A is 
M y evidently answered Pitt’s reply on J v] rid, 
red to you for what y said on G | ( 
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a) 


by \Lalmesbur's were rejected and the mission to Lis] 


With the coming into power of Talleyrand in July, 1797, 
man with a vision of empire was introduced into the governme; 
After his return from America he read a paper, April 4, 17! 
before the National Institute, in which he pointed out the ady 

to be vained by the extension of colonial power in Ameri 
He emphasized particularly the advantages in trade as a 

ipplving the French West Indies and that the colony «& 
be an outlet for revolution pirit Up to January, 17 
Talleyrand attempted to seeure Louisiana by acquiring the t 
tol t Guinea up to the Amazon from Portugal and trad 
to Spa Portugal was willing to eede Guinea to Frane 
nsisted that it should never be given to Spain.** In urging 
ion of Louisiana in exchange for Portuguese territory 

anish Ambassador, Azara, at Paris, Talleyrand d 

upon the necessity for the Spanish to create a barrier bet 
Mexico and the United States.** This argument was well 
out, havine served to conceal numerous real ends since 179 
However, it was beginning to have real weight as the int 
of the Americans increased in the Mississippi Valley. Saa 
the Spanish minister of foreign affairs, advised that the 
reatv be continued and the cession of Louisiana not m 

th the neaee with Portugal 

Upon Bonaparte’s advent into power in November, 1 

ile Vrand Was able to secure tne collaboration of a man O 


T 


m views. As the French empire in teyvpt faded away in 


4 ‘3 + 1 bee : 25 . oes ] 
ke of the battle of Aboukir Bay, the two began to dr 
16, 1797, ibid., III, 400. 
Q ’ { i + j + + 











: ‘ , 
empire built upon San Domingo : a base Thus 
I 
ae Prvnanarta. aimmod he tha | bs 
restige Ol bonaparte, dimmed DY the Mmoeyptlan 
1) Hh Nynain’ *) > Mm} l with 
1e\ began to disturb Opaln’s peace ol mind Wwitu 
rican encroachment and to point to the great 
, } niter at: for 4 : is f \levy 
a FP Tencu butter state ror the protectlon Of Mex 
+5 tAnNn wt! 16} ] , 191 m1} \ PD aw 
» negotiation with Spain the special mission oO] Bei 
— a eee » mh Ee en 17 
drid was announeed In JUlV. Berthier arrived In 
ntember and delivered an ultimatum for Louisiana 
. 1,’ ~~ F ae a os a on . 
h t two IF loridas and six vessels of war.*® In 1 
. . + a a4 » +h Was by S Dx we , 
offered to set up a state for the Duke of Parma. 
1) j , , 1, Ere 7 nana 1 4 - La } . . . 
d out Tor the two Kloridas but yielded on the ques 
tes L > are ye s “ad 3 *)) {Fo 
siana and the Snips Of wat and entered into an offen 
. "; i ° a) ] ry] 4 wor cn Ur ) 
ensive alliance against Eneland. ‘The treaty was 
Pia oe { } . 1 Qn 
n lidetonso, VUectobnel LE LSU, 
a 7 
ssion of Louisiana had been rumored in the United 
lv as 1786 when John Jay, th eretary OL torelign 
oned t! frenen ecnarge, UTto, % o the possibility 
\ rena = ap ge 4 © : () { ae 
Vergennes repued tnroug?’n J » | at tnere had 
I 
yV question of execnanginge’ #renen | yidine's in the 
. i ae ai ‘ ] ] ; . 
or Louisiana The evider reviewed speaks to1 
\ , _ ’ ' 1 { | . ] hy « )y VER" 
Vergennes” assurance tO Jay. vOnn Wulnes 
rte a rumor of retrocession trom the Hague on 
- \7 wie wi rs . ‘ 4 so 
fou 4 nd on November Y. L(9¢, King, the American 
4] oe ] wl 
WONCGON, reported that Godoy ialeda | could no 
1 
ynger on Louisiana.’ In september, 15VUV0, when 
{ } ] . ) } 
ived in Madrid a publicist in Paris announced thi 
} 4] : , ; 
mission and Humphreys, the American ministet 
4 } +] id 
ned Uraquijo who managed to deny the accou 
ty + hiah , + | l- + arat Wms) nt 4 
treaty, wnoich was to be Kept secret, WaS sent to 
the London minister on November 20, 1802. 
07 4] 4 ] ie by a] 
ily Per. EU Tere be said that n 1 perloa 14 » LO 
1 reoime in France did not entertain designs of em 
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France might have been in a position to establish a colon 
empire there, if Talleyrand’s mission to London or Genét’s mj 
sion to America had succeeded, although the acquisition of tery 
tory would have been incidental to the main purpose at hand 
The period from 1795 to 1799 stands out in econtrast.** Althon: 
the negotiations for Louisiana were almost continuous durir 
that time, the purpose distinetly changed from that of the Dir 
tory to acquire territory to trade with England, to that 
1797 of Talleyrand and Bonaparte who hoped to build a Fr 
empire in America. 

is described in James A. James, ‘‘ French Opinion as a } 
ting War between France and the United States, 1795-1800,’’ Am. H 


ana as a Factor in American Diplomacy, 1795-1] 


Mississippi Valley Historical Review, I, 44-56. 





NITED STATES INDIAN POLICY IN TEXAS, 
1845-1860 


By Greorce D, Harmon 


Texas declared its independence in 1836 and Sam Hous 
ted Santa Anna in the well-known battle of San Jacinto, 
ibliec faced such problems as foreign recognition, finan- 
aintenance of its boundary claims, probable annexa- 
United States, and an adequate Indian 


policy to con 
{ 


arauding bands within the borders of the state and 
extensive frontier. The Indian problem was not the 
ose confronted by the new republic. 
tude of President Sam Houston toward the red men 
hout his administration one of conciliation. Perhaps 
n ean partially be explained by his earlier relations 
Indians, for he had previously become a naturalized 
He had also been a sub-agent to the Cherokees and 
eir mode of dress and many of their habits and cus 
iston’s relations with this tribe were always pleasant. 
rly part of his administration Houston’s conciliatory 
id the sympathy and support of the Texan congress 
lress to the senate, November 6, 1836, he reeommended 
tion of an alliance with many of the border tribes and 
the advisability of entering into commercial treaties 
; he also announced the appointment of commissioners 
ude treaties of peace, friendship, and intercourse.’ 
act to protect the Texan border, approved December dD, 
‘president was required to raise, as quickly as possible, 
10on of mounted riflemen, to consist of two hundred and 
n tor the protection of the frontier.’’? The term of 


to be twelve months. The president was also au 


} 
i f 


» order out a number of the militia as the exigencies of 
ml 


ught require. He was further directed to have such 


‘“Mirabeau Buonaparte Lamar,’’ Southweste H 


XXIV, 44 











uses, forts, and trading houses erected, as in |] 
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1 ] 


ment, might be necessary to prevent Indian depredations 
to enter into such negotiations and treaties as might secure } 
to the frontiers; finally, he was to have power to appoint agi 
to live among the Indians, and to distribute presents as 
deemed necessary, not to exceed in amount twenty thous 
dollars 

President Houston’s attention was constantly being called 
{ frequent Indian attacks upon the defenseless frontier s 
tlers. Yet. im spite of these reports, the president showed | 
message to congress, November 21, 18387, that he still cons 
conciliation the best policy to pursue. He said that it was to 
nterest of the country that the relations with the India 
placed upon a basis of lasting peace and friendship; there! 
t had been his policy to seek every possible means to aceo 

object, and to vive security to the frontier. 

Indian raids became more numerous, however, during 
summe f 1838, but th pre sident, in spite of severe erit 
CC mu tO pursue lis polies Or peace, Howeve1 whe 
beau B. Lamar became the chief executive of the republi 
not leave the eountry long in doubt as to his policy in d 

h tl Indians. In his first message to congress, DD 
21, 1858, he said: ‘‘It is a cardinal principle in all political 

tions that protection is commensurate with allegiar 
{ rest citizen, wWnose sequestered cabin 18 reared 
remo rontier, holds as sacred a claim upon the govet 
for and security, as does the man who lives in eas 

heart of our most populous city.’’ * 

Congress and the people ot the republic were now w 
! ( { same dav that he sent this messaee to @o1 
! ved trom that body an act ‘‘to provide for the prote 

e No rn and Western frontier.’’ It ereated a regiment ¢ 
p o $40 men, rank and file, divided into fifteen con 
( The term « service was to be three veat , at a comp 

I ed t I Lam was se 
( \ he w I t with e In 


( 
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Ode 
en dollars a month, and a bounty of thirty dollars. 
1, 1839, two other acts for the further protection 
hey first authorized the presi 
to t eight companies of mounted volunteers for a per 


r were approved. 


six months, and appropriated $70,000 to maintain that 


second appropriated the sum of $5,000 for a company 


‘angers [or a perioa of three months. A lit eC Latel 

_ > acl as approved providing tor three companies ol 
j $ S45 ¢ : ye 

e protection of the frontier; and on January 25 


$1,000,000 was appropriated tor the same purpose. 


i i 
I resident Lamal ealled Lo. volunteers Irom el12nt 
+ ry ve {° . | y . 4 4 Ute wi ,oyr «y | ) 
vestern Lexas tor the purpose of wagme an indian 
time several battles had been fought with the J 
peed ie hese boss By Sere re ry) 
apparently it was a war for extermination. The 
ee ‘ss ee , . po. rE 
ans were ariven by roree Of arms [rom 1exX . 
\. ve 1 ’ ed t im) “1 T ] 
ees wert hreaten if W1tl Slmlial Lact ct 2 A 
. | 4 41) 1 , 
» move peacefully from the stat All ot the hh ‘ 
everely during the Lamar administration, especiall 
tring 
QA os , ! ; , 
rr, Lexas had Immaueur: ted and 1) iOG Her « | 
1 a ) ha4 , i+ + 1) ] , 
lh Was somewnat aduitterent rom tf ( 
' ae 
e | ted States Phe United Stat Was 1 Ownel 
4 : 4 1] 
! v OL the vast territory West thie ‘ ( 
' 
deral government was rapidly colom er 
region known as ‘‘Indian ‘Verrito1 
] 1 " } 
i ‘ had O1lvell OC] VY atrewv rive ( < 
purpose of colonization, 
| over millions of acres of 1] Wi i , 
, in 1545, made an ait nt to « ! nd 
2 ] ‘ ‘ , } 
I it tne india In that I” < é - l 
{ ] } 
ded for the establishment of a | ol t : 
; 
ended to mark the temporal 8) al ! 
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tween the whites and the Indians. The Indians were not to » 
below the line of posts into the white settlements. Only 
post, however, was established under this act and that was , 
tablished contrary to the provisions of the law. The act, the: 
fore ended in failure and the Indian depredations continued, 
Upon coming into the Union in 1845, Texas retained comple 
control over her public domain. While the constitution gave { 
the federal government the power to make treaties and to rem 
late commerce with the Indian tribes, the land occupied by ¢ 
Indians of Texas was not the domain of the United States: 
belonged entirely to Texas. ‘‘This fact, while it did not rest 
the United States from making treaties, led to a delay in ext 
the Indian laws to Texas which is to be ascribed to the rey 
mee then commanded by the doctrine of state rights.’’ ’ 
Immediately following the annexation of Texas the | 
States eovernment sent P. M. Butler and M. G. Lewis as spe 
commissioners to negotiate a treaty with the Indians of Tes 
They were successful in reaching an agreement with ten ot 
tribes in that state, which ineluded the wild Comanches and t 
Lipans.* This treaty, however, placed the Indian bureau 
embarrassing situation, for the first article of the treaty stat 
that the Indians shall be under the protection of the fe 
eovernment ‘‘and of no other power, state, or sovereignty, 


i) 


ever.’’?* The federal authority was to have exclusive pow 
regulate trade and intercourse with the savages. But, after 
negotiation of the treaty, the central government became skept 
eal as to its power to extend its trade and intercourse laws « 
the Indians in Texas, for, upon coming into the Union, T 
retained exclusive jurisdiction over its puble domain. 4 
Senate, moreover, struck out article III of the treaty which ¢ 
fined the relative jurisdiction of the United States and Texas. 
In March, 1847, Major R. S. Neighbors was sent as spe 
agent to Texas to manage the Indian affairs in the state unt 


1 


Congress should take some definite and final action. In refere! 
St. George L. Sioussat, ‘‘Southern Projects for a Railroad to the Pacific 


\n unpublished article read before the American Historical Ass 


4 ¥ n y 7 TT. r 1: 1( 
( rles J. Kappler, J an Affairs, Laws and Treaties (Washington, 19 
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uctions, W. Medill, the United States commissioner of 
(fairs, said that ‘‘it is diffeult if not impossible to de 
present how far the department has the power and 
n with respect to the Indian country in Texas... .’’”° 
uecessor, Luke Lea, in 1850, insisted that the Indian 
Texas use only conciliatory measures in dealing with 
ans in that region.*? Consequently the Indian agents 
werless to deal effectively with the Indians, and with the 
ind Mexiean traders. 
us, there existed in Texas a complex situation. The trade 
ourse laws of the United States did not extend within 
of Texas; nor could they be extended over that com- 
without the consent of the state. Although Texas 
supreme jurisdiction and control over her entire terri- 
tate expected the federal government to bear the en- 
nse and responsibility of managing the relations with 
s and keeping them peaceful. The central government, 
did not possess that power of control, ‘‘whether as to 


Indians,’’ which it exercised in other states and terri- 
onsequently, there existed in Texas a peculiar situa- 
laws of Texas were operative, while the United States 
Ipless, yet possessing nominal control over the Indians. 


Loreover 


, the Indian situation was further complicated with 
of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848. The 
tates territory was enormously enlarged. This vast 


in territory brought with it greater responsibilities. 
re, in the territory acquired by the treaty and by the 
| of Texas, approximately 150,000 Indians. By article 
treaty, the United States agreed to restrain the In- 
ing along the international border and within its 
trom their ineursions into Mexico and to punish and exaet 

on tor Indian ineursions; it was made unlawtul for the 
S the United States to purchase captives or property 
by Indians from Mexico; if Mexican captives were brought 


territory of the United States, the federal government 


e responsibility upon Congress for f re in extending the 
exas 
dD 0 rt » Cone 1 Seg I ] { 
g 
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was to rescue them and to return them to the proper Mexiea 
authorities; the United States was to pass all laws necessar 
the enforcement of these provisions; and in the removal of { 
Indians, the protection of Mexico was ever to be borne in mind 
‘rom the outset, it was almost impossible to enforce artic 
XI. The strength of the United States army was only 8,000 s 
diers, and it was impossible to place the entire army along { 
Mexican border. The situation became more complex with { 
mad rush of Americans to California in 1849. The gold seeke; 
demanded protection along the routes of travel to the gol 
haunted region; accordingly, exploring parties were sent out 
ascertain the best routes of travel to the Pacific. This gave ris 
to renewed and greater demands for the construction of a sou 
ern Pacific railroad, and to the granting of large tracts of la 
by Texas to various railroad companies. These facts contribut 
to the rapid development of western Texas. Henceforth 
was an irresistable westward movement in Texas. In 1849 tly 


were a chain of United States army forts across Texas which 
tended from Fort Duncan on the Rio Grande, to Fort Mam 
Seott at Fredericksburg, Fort Croghan in Burnett County on 1 
Colorado, and Fort Worth in Tarrant County.” 

Between 1849 and 1853, the imaginary line between Tex 
belonging to the white man, and Texas occupied by the India 
was moved westward, and Forts Belknap, in Young County, : 
Mason and Kavette, in Menard County, Chadhourne, 1 
Coke County, Phantom Hill, in James County, and Stockt 
Pecos County, were established and several posts were erect 
on the Rio Grande. Thus within a period of four years ther 
a considerable migration westward. The people who thus 
erated gradually killed off the buffalo, the Indians’ chief sow 
of livelihood, and robbed the savages of much of their land. 
Indians, therefore, in 1849-50, were very hostile and retal 
ated with many serious crimes. Hundreds of Indians from M 
ico took part in raids into Texas during and after 1849. The s: 
is true in regard to the Indians of New Mexico and of the Indi 
Territory. Thus Texas was ransacked by intruding Indians tron 

W. M. Mallory, Treaties, Conventions ... (Washington, 1910), I, 112-1 
R. C. Crane, ‘‘Some Aspects of the History of West and Northwe 
1845,’? in S. W. Hist. Quart., XXVI, 32ff. 
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ferent angles. The task of restraining the Indians was 
er complicated and rendered more difficult by climatic and 
hieal conditions, by Mexican sympathizers who resided 
the border and often within the limits of the United 
es, by unprincipled traders and speculators, by a conflict 
en federal and state, as well as civil and military author- 

| also by lack of any agreement between the United States 

‘ico for reciprocal crossing of the border in pursuit of 
depredating bands. To this complicated situation must be 
secession movement of 1849-50. Texas, however, 

re excited over the boundary dispute with New Mexico 

e was over the status of slavery. She not only claimed 

y portion of New Mexican territory, but applied her laws 
urisdiction over the disputed region, and threatened seces- 

less she received it. In 1850, however, the crisis came, 

the compromise of that year, Texas was forced to sur- 
her claim to the disputed territory.*® With the accept- 
this adjustment the United States public domain was 
nted, and, accordingly, her jurisdiction over the Indians 
rthwestern Texas was extended. 

, however, still retained control over her public domain. 
United States had done nothing toward extending its trade 
ntercourse laws within the state; in spite of the fact that 

shorn of its power effectually to control the Indians, the 
government did not do everything within its means to 
the increasing restlessness of the savages within that 

At the close of the Mexican War there were in Texas 

ne agent and two interpreters,’ and eighteen months after 
tification of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the United 
es commissioner of Indian affairs reported that, since Con 
had failed to provide agents for the Indians of New 
‘o and California, it had been necessary to appoint three 
agents and to transfer two agents from the upper Missouri. 
had been done with the obligations imposed by the late 
with Mexico in mind.’** One of the erying needs was the 


 P c., 31 Cong., 2 Sess., Es 43 


1), Ri rdson, Me SSades a? Pape rs of the Pr . lents W ash I ot n, 
( 
Larae, IX, 204: Sen. Exec. Doc., 31 C ng., l Sess., LI, 97 
rs was sent as special ag nt to if Xas, Mar nh ZV, 1847 
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extension to the tribes of Texas and New Mexico of the p) 
visions of the law regulating trade and intercourse and preser 
ing peace with the Indians.’® On April 4, 1848, Rusk of Te; 


introdueed a bill in Congress to that effeet. The bill was eo 


\ 


sidered by the Senate committee of Indian affairs, and, on Jw 
19, its chairman, Atchison reported the bill back with an amen 
ment. In 1849, the secretary of the interior had urged that Co: 
eress make some arrangement with Texas, whereby the laws 
roverning the Indians might be extended to the territory. Unt 
this was done, he maintained, the efforts of his department t 
secure the extensive frontier from depredations and to give t 
adjacent provinces of Mexico the protection agreed to by t] 
treaty of 1848, would be vain.*° 

In 1849, Major Neighbors, special agent to Texas, made 
similar but stronger appeal. He urged the general government 
not only to apply its trade and intercourse laws to Texas but t 
purchase from that state a sufficient amount of territory for t! 
permanent settlement and location of the Indians thereon. 
federal government should provide for one general agency, wit! 
three or four subordinate agents and interpreters, to resid 
among the Indians. There should also be established a sufficient 
number of military posts in the Indian country to cooperate with 
the Indian agent in carrying into effect all laws or treaty stipu 
lations.” 

In the early fifties the Indian situation in Texas becam« 
serious that an Indian war was threatening. Something had t 
be done to relieve the situation, so the President of the Umit 
States endeavored to persuade Texas ‘‘to assign a small portio! 
of her vast domain for the provisional oceupaney of the sma 
remnants of tribes within her borders, subject, of course, to her 
ownership and eventual jurisdiction.’’ If the state should ‘‘ta 
to do this,’’ said the President, ‘‘the fulfillment of our treat) 
stipulations with Mexico, and our duty to the Indians them 
selves, will, it is feared, become a subject of serious embarras 


ment to the gvovernment.’ 


Congressional Globe, 31 Cong., 1 Sess., Append., 27. 
> Ne Erec. D C 31 Cong , l Sess., EE. no. :- p- 964, 
[bid 
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September 30, 1850, Congress authorized the appointment 
special commission for the purpose of obtaining statistics 
king treaties with the various Indian tribes along the 
r of the United States and Mexico. This commission was 
sed of C. J. Todd, Robert B. Campbell, and Oliver Temple. 
commissioners were to act in conjunction with the regular 
ndary commission. The instructions to the three commis- 
rs were written by A. 8S. Lowery, acting commissioner of 
n affairs. Coneerning the purpose of this commission, one 
r says: ‘‘ Behind the whole affair was a plan to secure terri- 
probably in west Texas, on which all the southern borde1 
; could be consolidated.’ ** 
pon careful examination of the instructions to the commis- 
, one finds that there is nothing concerning any purchase 
ud. Neither did the commissioners know that they were to 
xr to secure lands for the purpose of colonizing the In- 
This statement is confirmed by the report of the commis- 
on August 23, 1851: ‘‘In venturing, therefore, to recom- 
id the establishment of a superintendent of Indian affairs, 
presuppose that it is the purpose, at an early day, of the 
ted States, as well as of Texas, to enter into suitable arrange- 


ts by which the Indians shall be induced to remain within a 





fie boundary, and the public tranquillity so secured as to 
r no possible pretext for wars in which they could be exterm- 
‘ The commissioners further recommended the policy 
lonization to be the best course to pursue. Malin adds: 
would remove all Indians from the southern boundary 
relieve the government of Indian border difficulties, open 
country to settlement, and make possible the building of the 
fie railroad by the southern route.’’ * 
January, 1851, the Senate committee on Indian affairs 
rht in a bill for the purpose of extending the trade and 
rcourse laws over the state of Texas. This bill suffered de 


nes CC, Malin, Indian Policy and Western Expanst , Humanistie Studi 
1921} LE. 47. 
Erec. Doe., 32 Cong., 1 Sess., III, no. 1, pp. 304-305. The eommission 


the purchase of land for colonizing the Indians, but it was not thus 


For the instructions to the commissioners see ibid., 31 Cong., 2 Sess., I, 


yp. cit., 47 ff. 











Stole) THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY HISTORICAL REVIEW 


feat because it contained provisions to pay certain claims 
Indians in Florida and Alabama.** On January 27, 1852, 
other it was introduced in the Senate for the same purpos 
The bill was read twice and referred to the committee on Indi 
affairs, where it was pocketed never to be returned. 
John H. Rollins, a special Indian agent to Texas, said th; 


the first thing to be done was not to wage war against the ] 


dians but to ‘obtain a country for the purpose of colonizatio) 
that without this all efforts, however honestly and energetica] 
made for the ci of securing a permanent and reliab 
peace, would be nsient in their effects and abortive in their 
results’’; and ae ‘the colonization policy in the end would |} 
less expensive than a prolonged and uncertain war. Rollins al 
stated that it would be possible to obtain from Texas a countr 
for the Indians, and that such a policy would greatly increas 
the security of the frontier and the probabilities of peace. R 
lins and Howard called on cael Brooke to ascertain 
opinion in regard to the matter. The latter not only agreed 
the plan ‘‘but also expressed much anxiety that arrangement! 
should be speedily consummated.’’ Howard was to present t 
matter to the next legislature, but professional engagen 
prevented him from so doing.” 

Thus far the United States Congress had failed to adopt 
definite Indian policy in Texas. Congress had failed to appt 
priate sufficient funds to treat properly with the Indians; it 
failed to place sufficient troops along the border to adequat 
enforce the treaty stipulations of 1848. The United States an 
was inereased, in 1850, from 8,000 to 13,000 soldiers, but 
increase was not sufficient. The Indian agents, therefore, w 
left to deal with the situation as best they could. They wer 
structed to keep the treaty obligations to Mexico in mind. T 
delivery of Mexican captives, as well as the provisions 0! 
various Indian treaties made, evidenced the fact that their | 
structions were not forgotten. Yet these forces were not by 
means able to handle the situation. As a result of an ineffici 
military foree along the border, many depredations were ¢ 





Exec. D 2 Cong., 1 Sess., II, pt. 3, pp. 518-20. Rollins, How 


re the ree Indian agents in Texas at this time. 
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r thin the Mexican territory by Indians whom the United 
, : C1 vernment was supposed to restrain. Texas likewise 
ins | seriously from the marauding Indians of Mexico. The 
. ‘sions into Mexieo and into Texas were frequent and the 


lives lost were many. 
other hand, Texas was not idle. In 1847, Governor 
proclaimed his intention to enforce the law of 1843, 
led for the establishment of a line of trading houses 
09 the frontier beyond which the Indians were not to go, and 
lexan rangers along the line to restrict them; his efforts, 
- ended in failure. 


d avid G. Burnett, former president of the republic of Texas, 
i letter in August, 1847, to Major Neighbors in which he 

nt rmed him that it was indispensable and absolutely necessary 
‘federal government should become the proprietor of 

R icant domain of Texas... over which these erratic people 
n quest of game.’’ ** In 1851, A. H. H. Stuart, secretary 

d | : nterior, in his annual report, said: ‘‘In order to enable 


tment to exercise the necessary authority over the 

Texas, it 1s indispensable that a suitable country 
be set apart for their exclusive oceupancy.’’* In the 
r Luke Lea said that if Texas should fail to comply 
request of Stuart, it had no right to complain of the 





(1) 


; of the Indians ‘‘who certainly have a right to live 
ere; and nowhere, more certainly, than on the lands 


| their fathers have occupied for countless genera 


‘ ] 
+ V/ 


\ugust 30, 1850, the committee of Indian affairs in the 
»islature reported that ‘‘authentie information had been 


before the Committee ot the killing and massaerine’ ot 


i 
one citizens of Texas by the Indians ... so great a de 


of life, attended by so many horrible circumstances, 
juently upon all Indian depredations, excited at once the 


nd most painful solicitude of the citizens of our state; 


; 


ires, in the opinion of the Committee, the rise of all the 


of the state, to alleviate the misfortunes and protect 


0 Cong., 1 Sess., I, no. 171, pp. 7, 8 
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the lives and property of our citizens of our extensive and ex 
posed frontier.’’ * 

When Governor Bell addressed the state legislatur 
December, 1851, he said: ‘‘Sinee experience has abundant! 
shown that the system of military defense adopted by the Gey 
eral Government has failed to give peace and protection to tly 


citizens resident on several portions of our border, it becom 


necessary that the State should interpose, and supply the de 
ciency, no matter from what cause it may originate.’’™ Hi 
pointed out that although serious depredations had been eo: 
mitted upon the upper settlements of the Colorado, along th 
San Antonio and Nueces Rivers and their tributaries, and near 
the international streams, the federal government had wit! 
drawn from E] Paso the entire military foree of the U1 
States which, occupying that region for the past two years 
furnished some slight protection to the frontier settlers and 
the irresistable, though often impeded march of Americans west 
ward. ‘*The inhabitants and their property were thus expos 
to the indiscriminate attacks of the bandits and _ hostil 
dians.’’ ** Furthermore: 


} 
icc 

ha 
» Ud 


| 
ly 
A 


‘* Experience has demonstrated,’’ said the Governor, ‘‘that the pr 
ent system of military defense upon the frontier of the state, is totally 
inadequate to afford security to the inhabitants and their propert 
and I sincerely trust that the Honorable Legislature at its present 
session will give such direction to this matter by addressing itself 1 
the Federal Government, as will secure the persons and property 
individuals resident on our borders, by calling upon the Genera! G 
ernment, to afford immediate and ample military protection to ey 
portion of our frontier, or by demanding the removal, at once, oi 
the Indian tribes within the limits of the state; and that in the ¢ 
of a refusal, or failure on the part of that Government to do s 
authorizing the State Executive to employ such volunteer force fro! 


time to time as may be found sufficient for attainment of the end 


On December 16, 1851, a joint committee of the state senat 
and house of representatives on Indian affairs, of which k 





1 Senate Journals of the State of Texas, 1850, 75-76. 
Ibid., 1851, 38-39 
I[bid., 39-40. 

t [bid., 40. 
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hbors, who had been elected to the house, was chairman, 


~ ( Lik , 


following recommendation: 


‘ lhe State could adopt no better or more humane plan to relieve our 
ant border citizens from the petty thefts and depredations committed by 
Gr those Indians residing in our State in detached bands, and under the 
0 1 ntrol of no direct agency by setting apart small tracts or parcels of 


d near the United States military posts selected on our frontier, to 
ipied by these Indians, subject to the pleasure of the State. By 
pting the plan proposed, they will at once settle down, cultivate 
, turn attention to stockraising, ete., instead of depending on 
, which, at least, affords an uncertain and scanty subsistence, 
lrives them to acts of theft upon the stock of our citizens, 
y the deficiency required for the support of their old men 
families. In addition, your Committee have every reason to hope 
believe, that so soon as the policy contemplated by resolution re- 
shall be adopted by the State, that the United States Govern- 
will take charge of said Indians, extend to them their protection 
ais | encouragement which will insure a successful peace to that por- 
our frontier subject to the incursions of the Indians; an object 
h to be desired by every portion of our State, and at the same time 


no inconvenience to the wealth of the same.* 


is recommendation did not materialize at once, but on Janu- 
1852, Captain H. H. Sibley * stated that he was glad that 
" ill had been introduced for the purpose of granting certain 
ls to the Indian tribes over which the United States was to 
urisdiction. He respectfully suggested ‘‘that six leagues 
ted 
the Indian Agent for the district and an officer of the army 


esignated by the commanding general of the Department. 
ain question ... would be whether the location should be 


by a joint committee, composed of an agent of the 





body or in separate leagues, to cover, for instance, each 

their villages. At all events... the location should not be 

by the law.’’** The legislature, in part, followed Captain 
Sibley’s recommendation two years later, when the proposed 


rvation system became an actuality. 


LS] D2, 301-302. The report was slgne 1 by R Q N gr] re \\ 
Senate member of the committee. 
Sibley of the Second Dragoons was in comm ! ] G m. H 
ssage to Wm. W. Williams of the joint ecommittec n Ind I Ss 


, 18 


o 7 9 
2, 301-302. 
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On February 2, John W. Dancy, chairman of the Senate con 





mittee on Indian affairs, made the following report: 

The committee on Indian affairs, to whom was referred a ‘‘ joint 
ution concerning an Indian boundary’’ have instructed me to rey 
the joint resolution back to the Senate for their consideration as jt 
desired to ascertain what course the United States Government is di 
posed to pursue with regard to the Indians within the limits of T; 


The resolution authorized the Governor to open negotiations with { 


Ads 


United States Government on that subject, but makes nothing oblig 


tory upon the State, unless it is ratified by a subsequent Legislatur 
There are many difficulties connected with our Indian relations; | 
it is believed that they can all be overcome, if the United States 
disposed to act justly towards Texas. Although the conduct of t 

Government heretofore has not been ealeulated to inspire Texas wit 
confidence when her interests are concerned, there is no impropriet 
in giving the United States an opportunity to show whether they 

disposed to do us justice hereafter, or not. Hoping that a chance n 


take place for the better, the resolution is submitted.** 


At this time there were many joint resolutions which passed 
the state legislature. One informed the United States Senator: 
and Representatives from Texas of the ‘‘defenseless conditi 


of the frontier of Texas.’’*® Another coneerned the Indi 





10 


boundaries on the frontier of Texas; *? while another for] 


any person to ‘‘sell, or barter any ardent spirits, arms or a 


munition to an Indian, such person shall upon conviction the 
in the district court, be fined ...a sum not less than ten 
more than one hundred dollars for each offense’’; ** and st 
another authorized the ‘‘Governor to adopt such measures 
may be necessary to protect the frontiers from Indian depreda 
tions, when the same are not protected by the troops of | 
United States.’’ 

The United States Congress also began to legislate in beh: 
of Texas; and the Indian agents within the state became n 
and more active. In the summer of 1852, the Senate passed th 
House bill which authorized the raising of a regiment of moun! 


7 0 T 
} \\ 1) y t1S5 
y 1 
I} »-10 





the joint resolution 
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the protection of Texas against Indian outrages.“ 
is so amended as to authorize the ‘‘President to ae 
rvices of as many companies of mounted Texan rang- 
n his judgment, may deem necessary, the whole force 
ceed 500 men to be employed one year from the date 
r muster into the service, unless otherwise directed by the 
the United States. These rangers are to provide 
iorses, clothes, and equipments, with the exception of 
d ammunition. The officers to have the same pay and 
nts as officers of like grade in the army — the sergeants 
rporals $25; privates $22 per month; the same forage for 
ow allowed to dragoons in the regular service, with 
allowances in cases of wounds or other disabilities in- 
service. ’?’ 
te of affairs on the Rio Grande frontier was deplorable. 
ople were frequently robbed and murdered; life and pro- 
altogether insecure; and there was feared an atro 
rder war in that region. ‘*‘ With a view, therefore, to 
eace with a neighboring Republic, to prevent a lawless 
irfare, and to afford such protection to... frontier 
tlers as their present defenseless situation so urgently re- 
’* the Senate amendment was recommended and passed. 
rress also appropriated money for the purpose of remov 
Texas the intruding Indians of the United States, and 
ral Indian agents were instructed to effect the removal 
tribes. The task, however, was very difficult. The In 
expressed a willingness to emigrate and sometimes signed 
ies agreeing to move from Texas, but such agreements were 
r executed.* 
\ugust 15. 1852, Georee T. Howard, superintendent ot 
affairs in Texas, was thoroughly convinced that the policy 
nizing the Indians in Texas was the only adequate course 
sue. He said that the government should purchase land 


mbraeed Oregon, New Mexico, Utal . and Ca f rl Re N ( od enes 
st 7, 1852 
es Chronicle, August 7, 1852. There was a dispute over the Texas 
r several years to come, for they volunteered, and were ready t« 

nto service on the specified day, but it was sometime itt wards erore 


sworn nto se rvice, 


f} 32 Cong... 2 Sess.. I. no. l. pp. 299. 
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from the state of Texas for that purpose and if such a purchag, 
was not quickly effected, the government should either buy 
16 


lease land from private individuals.** He further recommende) 


‘*that where lands are set apart for Indians, the agents s| 


be required to reside among those under their supervision,’ 
With their present powers the office of the Indian agent ‘‘is , 
most a nullity’’;** thus the federal authorities admitted tha 
the present government policy was a failure. 

On the other hand, Governor Bell’s address to the state les 
islature in 1852, and the resolutions passed by the legislatiy 
body during the same year, furnish sufficient proof that the h 
dian policy, as pursued by the state, was likewise a failure. Ye: 
the government of Texas hesitated for nearly two years befo: 
it agreed to surrender a portion of its territory for the purpos 
of colonizing the red men. In the meantime, the Texas legis! 
ture became engrossed in the proposed southern railroad to t 
Pacific, and was eager to appropriate a portion of her immens 
domain for the construction of railroads; it was apparently w 
willing, however, to give a small portion of land for Indian 
colonization. 

Conditions within and along the border of Texas continued t 
grow more serious until the state realized that something had | 
be done. The Mexican Indians and traders continued to thie 
murder, and pillage along the Rio Grande and far into the inte! 
ior of Texas; the New Mexican Indians intruded at least on 
hundred miles within the state; while the savages from the h 
dian territory just north of Texas were guilty of many crimes 
The United States government could not, therefore, police ever 
foot of ground along the border of that enormous state with its 
small army, and neither could the state of Texas. Without 
strong military force surrounding the state and even within tli 
state it would be impossible to prevent the wild and intruding 
Indians from entering the country and committing their usua 
crimes. Thus the railroad question, the Mexican and New Me: 
ican Indians raiding into Texas, the lack of effeetive military | 





foree along the border of the state, the enormous migrat! 


46 Howard said that he could purchase land very cheaply from private indiv 
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Tehas & ‘ward, and the demands of the emigrants and the frontier 
buy -ottlers for security eventually forced the state to surrender 
rily a portion of her vast domain to the United States 
shoy the specifie purpose of colonization; therefore, Governor P. 
sion.’ | Bell. in his message to the state legislature, November 9, 
‘Is 1853. recommended that that body ‘‘give the necessary authority 
1 that to the General Government for the temporary occupation of a 
district of the State, as shall be deemed best adapted for 
fe leg purpose, and which will not conflict with existing private 
at ms, nor any contemplated route for the Pacific Railroad; 
he | iting the traet or district, by metes and bounds; and stipu- 
Yet | that the distriet so occupied shall revert to the State so 
is the General Government shall be able to effect more 
rpos nent arrangements for the final disposition of the Indian 
vis es in Texas.’’ * 
c On February 6, 1854, an act was passed by the Texas legis 


riving to the United States government jurisdiction over 
leagues of the vacant land of the state of Texas, ‘‘for the 

benefit of the several tribes of Indians residing within 
its of Texas.’’ The United States government was au 


1 


ed | orized to survey 


‘three separate districts, or less, each dis- 
ad rict to be in a form as nearly square as may be.’’ The juris- 
le tion over said twelve leagues of land was ceded to the govern- 
the United States provided, ‘‘this cession of jurisdiction 


; 0 not be construed so as to deprive the State of Texas of the 
e | t of jurisdiction over any person other than an Indian for 
Imes offence committed upon the person or property of anyone 
vel t the limits of this State; and further provided, that all 
| ‘s issuing from any of the courts of this State may be 
ut served in the like manner and have the same force and effect as 
rh executed in any other portion of the State.’’ 
ding is further stipulated ‘‘that whenever the land or any dis 


ereof, selected or purchased as herein provided, shall 
be used for Indian purposes, the jurisdiction herein 


1853-54, 20. Again on December 23, 1853, t ( vernor 
( lonization. There was no adequate re son why Texas sl uld 
icy of eolonization, for after deducting every claim to her publi 


exist, she had remaining 
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ceeded shall cease, and such portion of said land as shall be take; 
from the public domain of this State, shall revert togethe; 
with all and singular the improvements made thereon, to { 
State, to be disposed of in such manner as the Legislature ma 
thereafter see proper; provided, that should the line of the con. 
templated railroad to the Pacific run through any portion o! 
said territory selected under the provisions of this act, the right 
of way to three hundred feet in width be and the same is here] 
reserved.’’ * 

The United States government selected Captain Marcy, an ex 
perienced and dependable explorer, to select the sites for th 
reservations thus provided for. The expedition was equipped 
and properly fitted out at Fort Smith, and the military escort 
was furnished from Fort Arbuckle. The act of the state leg 
lature provided for the reservations to be located within twenty 
miles of the chain of forts maintained by the United Stat 
svovernment. Captain Marcy in conjunction with Major Neig! 
bors conferred with the Indians and received their consent 
settle on the Brazos. There were established two Indian reser 
vations in that vicinity: °° one was located on the Brazos, twent) 
miles below Fort Belknap; * the other reservation was located 
on the Clear Fork of the Brazos, forty-five miles farther west, 
on which were located 277 Comanches. 

At first, the reports of the agents on these reservations held 
out every prospect of suecess. The United States trad 
intercourse laws were extended over the reservations. The h 








t 


dians of the Brazos settlement were reported to be conductu 


»W.S. Oldham and G. W. White, A Digest of the General Statute Laws 


State of Texas (Austin, 1859), 238-39. Texas State Gazette (Austin), February 
l There was considerable opposition to the bill on the ground of st 
time the United States Senate ratified the Gadsden Tre 
United States from article XI and made possible the construct 
oposed railroad to the Pacifie by the southern route. 
€ act Was passt d Februa i 6, 1854 but the reservations were not oc 
ans until February of the next year. 


here were placed five tribes upon this reservation: the Anadahkoes, T 
s and Wacoes, Tonhowas, and Caddoes. 
was quite diflicult to ascertain the exact number of the Comanches 
reservations at any given time. They had an irresistable desire to roam at 


t was difficult to keep them upon the reservations. There were 597 ‘ 


reservation in 1856, Sen. Exec. Doc., 35 Cong., 3 Sess., Li. 








UNITED STATES INDIAN POLICY IN TEXAS 399 


selves according to the best of behavior — morality and 
stry had surpassed the most sanguine expectations. By the 
| of August, 1855, storerooms, houses for the agents and em- 
vees, and a blacksmith shop had been erected. Two farmers 
assistant laborers were employed to instruct the Indians in 
iiture and 275 acres of land had been plowed and planted 
corn. By the summer of 1856, the Indians had made fur- 
nrogress, more buildings had been erected, additional acres 
nd were in cultivation, and public schools had been estab- 


over, the federal authorities had received loyal support 
speration from the members of the state legislature, the 
ernor, and the frontier settlers. By an act of February 4, 
. third Indian reservation to consist of five leagues of land 
set apart by the state ‘‘for the use and benefit of the several 
residing west of the Pecos River, and within the limits 

| xas 9? t 
arently Texas was willing to have the federal laws ex 
led over the frontier region of the state,°° but the central 
nment failed to take advantage of the opportunity. By an 
t of the state legislature, July 28, 1856, the federal laws regu- 
r trade and intercourse were declared to be in force over a 
itory extending ten miles beyond the bounds of the Indian 
ations. This act seems to have been intended to supercede 
int resolution to that effect passed on February 4 of the 


year. 
Exec. Doc., 35 Cong., 2 Sess., I, 529, 533, 534. 
Oldham and White, op. cit., 239. This grant was never actually colonized. It 
located west of the Pecos River, ‘‘and the said guarantee of land may be 
1 eording to English measures.’’ The United States government was 


{ 


omplete control over the Indians to be located within the reservat 


on. It 


g to note that this reservation ‘‘may be determined according to English 
T e first grant did not specify whieh sh yuld be en pi yed, the Spanish 
rule of measurement. As a result a considerable dispute arose in 

which method should be used. 
ict of August 30, 1856, six hundred and forty acres of land was given to 

tribe of Indians. 

United States Congress had not, as yet, seen fit to extend t rade ] 
iws over the entire state of Texas. In 1858, R. S. Neighbors called the 


he Indian bureau and of Congress to the situation. 


nd Wi} ite, op. cit., 240. Another act of Lu 
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<“ 
— 


of the legislature, February 12, 1858, all persons 
were prohibited from ‘‘selling, bartering, or giving spirituoys 
yr vinous liquors to an Indian of the Choctaw or Chickasaw te; 


ritory, bordering on the state of Texas.’’ Anyone found viola! 









+ 66 


ing this act ‘‘shall upon conviction of such violation, be fined 
not less than fifty nor more than one hundred dollars . . . ay 


any person dealing in spirituous liquors was required”’ to gi; 
bond in a sum of five hundred dollars, with two more securities 







binding themselves faithfully to carry out the provisions of this 


Het 
a 














In view of such important legislation on the part of the stat 
Texas and the rapid progress made by the Indians in agri 
culture and in civilization, one might expect success in the policy 
of colonization. However, underneath the apparently successful 
beginning, there were forces at work that would ultimately de. 
stroy the reserves. The wild Indians from Mexico, New Mexico 
and the Indian Territory continued to maraud the frontier o! 
Texas. The trouble in Kansas caused a large portion of th 
mounted troops that had been stationed on the Texas frontier 
to be sent to that territory. Fort Belknap was abandoned, ar 
in 1855, the other forts were reduced in strength. The departur 
of the soldiers was a signal for the renewal of hostile incursions 
[It was at this time that volunteers under the command of ( 

1 J. H. Callahan pursued a few of the hostile tribes for som 
distanee across the Rio Grande. He soon found himself con 
fronted by a strong force of Indians and Mexicans. It was wit! 
considerable difficulty that he made his way back to the Ri 
Grande, which he was able to cross only after burning Piedras 
Negras to cover his retreat.*® 


p 
Ol 














This episode served as a spur to the federal officers. Genera 
Smith assured the Governor that he would place companies | 






mounted riflemen at such points as would give protection to t! 
settlements that had suffered from Indian raids, that the rifl 
regiment would be filled to its full completement, and that 









| be fined, not less than ten nor more than one hundred dollars 








The agents urged the p 
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regiment of mounted men under the command of Al- 

vy Johnston would be stationed on the Texan frontier. 

or Pease was thus enabled to report to the legislature 
essage, November, 1857, that ‘‘our frontier counties have 
entirely exempt from Indian depredations during the 


two years, though such occurrences have not been as fre- 


rm 


former periods; that Brevet Major General Twiggs, 


snow in command of the department, has done everything 


power to give entire protection to our citizens; but the 
under his command is altogether too limited. I am as- 
at he has already applied for such an increase of force 
be adequate to that object.’’ 

ite of the favorable report of the Governor in November, 


there were many echoes of complaint from the frontier 


nents of the state and from the members of the state leg 
ure. A select committee of the senate, in a report dated 
lary 13, 1858, severely criticized the colonization policy: 


rovernment of the United States, through her agents, has 


ted and settled a few small tribes, naturally better dis- 


y 4 


the Brazos River, below Fort Belknap, where they are 
at advancing in civilization, but they do not number 
than four or five hundred warriors.’’ The Indians that 


ie borders of Texas are not friendly disposed, and a 
portion of Comanches continue to raid within the state. 
nanches of the reservation pass and repass through the 
The Indians are applauded for their good faith and 
‘‘and reports are made that those Indians are not 

ned in the outrages ...and that the misehief is done by 


beyond their control, or by white men.’’ Such a policy 


rking very disastrously to the safety of our frontier. ‘‘The 


ents and General Officers in command of forces are dis 
o believe their own officers in preference to strangers, 
se reports are contradictory to the allegations and com- 
of the citizens and Texan authorities. The people and 
islature ask for protection — describe the Indian at war, 
outrages. The Government officers say the Indians 
peace at their ageney and elsewhere, doing good to our 
ton Th 


; . . . Inax } nt } + 1 7 y + - + > “* 
ins were allowed to hun eyond ( I S I e reserves 
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country cite some act of generosity of some Indians ip , 
taking property stolen by white men, or murders committed } 
some unknown persons.’’ ° 

Another source of aid to the Indians, but of danger to 4 
whites, said the committee, ‘‘is, that those who are friendly, 
recognized as such, are permitted to pass and repass in 0 
settlements, and when hostile Indians choose to penetrate {| 
same territory, they cannot distinguish [them] from frien 
Citizens fall easy prey to their enemies, who having chances | 
spy out the situation of property, or unguarded condition of {! 
husbandman, to commit murder and theft; therefore those 
dians ought not to be allowed to pass into the settlements.” 
The United States government was accordingly urged not 


permit friendly Indians to pass within the Inmits of the fronti 
settlements, to confine the Indians within the limits of the reser 
vations, to declare war against all Indians found outside of 1 
reserves, and to employ a corps of men accustomed to India 
wartare and acquainted with the country to protect the front 
of the state.® 

Throughout the spring and summer of 1858 the wild Indi: 
continued to harrass the frontier settlers. In September, a larg 
body of Indians threatened war on the frontiersmen; therefore, 
General Twiggs ordered four companies of the Second Cavalr 
into the Indian country for the purpose of waging a militar 


campaign against t 


1e savages. At the general’s request a sma 
company of the Indians from the Brazos agency accompanied | 
{ 


OOPS as sples.’ 
A 


Conditions on the frontier moreover grew steadily worse; co! 
sequently, the frontier settlements began to send petitions to t! 


state legislature and to the United States Indian agents, ¢ 
plaining of the frequent Indian forays into their settlements 


On December 25, 1858, the people of Jack County declared, ‘‘ that 


Teras Sen. Journ., 1857-58, 323-26. The members of this committe 


Ou 


» B. Erath, Henry E. McCullock, Farhes Britton, J. W. Throckmorton, : 











The people demanded protection from the savages, and they frequently 


were committed by the wild Indians or uns¢! 





Sen. Exe Doc., 35 Cong., 2 Sess., I, 526. The reserve Indians frequer 


rendered valuable service. 
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not countenance the ingress of Indians, of whatever name 


|. amongst us, or in the country, unless they are accom- 
y a white man of high-toned character. ... That we will 
ww wild savages from tame ones; and that, in carrying 


1 


resolutions out and into effect, we will regard them all on 


same footing, and they shall be dealt with in similar and 


y nner ee Aint 


climax came, December 27, 1858, when a hunting party of 
seven Indians, from the Brazos reservation, were at- 
Polo Pinto County by a company of twenty white men 
rath County. Four men and three women were killed 
sleep and eight children were wounded. * This massacre, 
resulting fear of retaliation, caused great excitement 
iwghout the state. The citizens of the frontier counties or- 
ed into armed companies and unanimously elected Captain 
Nelson of Bosque County to command the regiment of 
soldiers. 
the other hand, Major Neighbors consulted Richard B. 
ard, the United States district attorney for western ‘Texas, 
vard to the actual jurisdiction of the United States over 


‘‘nersons, lives, and property of the Indians’’ settled upon 


reservations, and also concerning ‘‘what jurisdiction the 


| States exercised over the ten-mile limit granted outside 


Indian reserves proper.’’ *’ Hubbard replied: ‘‘The state 


‘Xxas reserves only the right of jurisdiction in said reserves 


persons ‘other than Indians’ for any offense committed by 


| persons upon the person or property of anyone within the 


ts of the state. Such persons who may commit offenses out- 


36 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 622. On December 


PAs S L858, the people if Jack 
d in the town of Jacksboro and Col. T. W. Willia was elected 
e meeting who in turn appointed Col. F. G. Faucett, T. J. Wyatt, 
i. Jeff Ragan and Ezra Cole to draft the resolutions. The resolutions 
by sixty-one members of the committee on resolutions. copy was sent 


dian agents in the state and published in the Frontier News and the 


36 Cong., 1 Sess., I, 602, 603. The citizens o F lo Pinto County 


dians were not molesting them and that they conduct themselves 

‘manner. They expressed their regret that such an outrage occurred in 

nd asked for protection from a possible retaliation; but from this 
the Indians were restricted to the reservations. 


Nelson did not take part in the massacré 
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side the reserves, though residing therein, are amenable to { 

laws of Texas. So long, however, as the Indian Tribes rema 

within the limits of the reservations assigned them by the sta 
and accepted by the General Government, just so long does { 

General Government ‘exercise entire control and jurisdictio 
over said Indian tribes within said limits.’ ’’ * 

Since the massaere took place beyond the limits of the rege 
vations, the state courts possessed jurisdiction over the erin 
The Governor, however, attempted to exereise a firm hand 
dealing with the criminals. On January 17, 1859, he ordered th 
citizen-soldiers to disband, and ‘‘directed all the civil author 
ties and peace officers of the state to use all legal means in tli 
power to arrest all offenders in the premises (in order that t 
may be dealt with according to law).’’ 

In spite of the firm stand of the Governor and of Major Neig! 
bors, publie opinion would not permit the arrest and trial of t 
murderers; they were never brought to justice. The fronti 
forees did not disband but continued to organize and to threat 
attacks upon the reservations; therefore, Major Neighbors, | 
judicial authorities, and the Governor came to the conclusio 
that it would be impossible to maintain the reserves, and 
the Indians should be moved beyond the limits of the state. 

On Mareh 20, the citizens of Polo Pinto, Erath, Comanel 
and Jack Counties threatened to attack the Brazos Agency wit 
seven hundred and fifty or a thousand men.” In fact, the situa 


tion became so serious, that Major Thomas was requisition 


68 Tbid., 592-93. There seems to have been a conflict in authority. The at 
aned toward Texan jurisdiction. In regard to the ten mile limit the United Stat 
control over such offenses as might arise from the introduction and 
quors in said reservations. Jbid., 593. 
»Tbid., 59. Captain Ford, commander of the state troops, was ordered 


rderers of the Indians but failed to do so. ‘‘The course pursued by ft) 
and men under his ecommand,’’ said Neighbors, ‘‘so far from sustal.ng 


} 


ciary in the execution of the civil law of the land has done much to em 


em in their action, and to defeat the ends of justice by sympathizin 


Ibid., 625-26. The threatened attack upon the reserves in February 

1 all of the Indians to leave their homes and to assemble around the 

gents for protection. The citizens claimed that they sent a commission t 
ervation to negotiate a treaty with the Indians and that such a treaty was 
led but e agents and the Indians denied the existence of such a treaty 


he Indians had returned to their villages. 
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ast one company of United States troops, in order to 
the protection of the lives and property of the Indians.* 


tll 


of April was characterized by continued excite- 

t among the reservation Indians, caused by frequent forays 

. Comanches and the threatened attack upon reserves by 

zens. The eitizens of the different surrounding counties 

‘kept in constant excitement and hostility by the speeches 

Captain Baylor and others, and by constant rumors of 

ves and depredations said to be committed by the re- 
Indians. ’”’ 

of these conditions, Captain Baylor, defying the 

States army, attacked the upper reserve on the latter 

April."* Meantime, the frontier citizens became so en 

t, on April 25, they requested the immediate resigna- 


ig7hbors and Ross.** The situation became so acute 





Indians again abandoned their villages and assembled 
ney.“° Captain Baylor, on May 23, ‘‘drew up [his 

in line of Battle’’ between the Waco Village and the 
uldings. A fight ensued in which several were wounded 
side; further bloodshed was prevented by the Gov 
essage to Major Nelson and to the frontier citizens, 

m to delay further hostilities until a peace commission 

be appointed with power and authority to ‘‘represent the 


t 


lexas in the peaceable and lawful adjustment of said 


9 72 
| 
630. Major Thomas commanded the second Cavalry at Camp Coop 
; I 
order to ( servation W reel e] 
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This commission when appointed, was ‘‘clothed with power 


in the last resort, to eall into the service of the state, one hy 
dred men for tl 


violations of law.’’? Almost immediately the situation became ¢ 


eritical that this authority was exercised and one hundred me 


ili 


were called into service to protect the reserves, while United 


States cavalrymen were rushed to Texas by the federal author 


ties.”” On June 26, moreover, the commission reported, that t! 
reserve Indians were guilty of many crimes and that the fro 


tier citizens had a just cause to complain and to demand restit 


tion. This report caused Governor Runnels to abandon th 


eause of the Indians and to demand their immediate removal. 


Major Neighbors was now ordered to the Choctaw and Chi 


asaw country to select a place for the possible removal of th 


Indians. In the execution of his instructions, some of the leadir 
reserve Indians accompanied him to that region. Upon his a 
rival at fort Arbuckle, July 2, Neighbors received instructio1 
to remove the Indians to that territory. Major Neighbors, Eli 


e purpose of preserving the peace and preven 


Rector, the Indian agent for that district, and the Indian chiefs 


selected the location for the new home of the reserve Indians.’ 


When Major Neighbors returned to the reservations, he found 


the frontier citizens still in arms,** and the Indians could 
recover their stock that wandered beyond the reservations. 
On July 25, Neighbors reported that he had everything 
ranged for the removal of the Indians, and on July 31 
August 1, 1859, the last of the reservation Indians marched ¢ 


of the reserves, guarded by the United States troops, but at 


tacked by the frontier citizens. On September 1, 1859, Ma 


Neighbors turned over the Indians to S. A. Blain, Rector’s as 


sistant,** who assumed charge in his absenee. On his way b 
from the Indian territory, Major Neighbors ‘‘was murdered 
some person or persons, whose vengeful animosity, it 1s 

posed, he had incurred by his zealous and uncompromis 


79 Ibid., 647-64. The citizens of Parker County sent a petition to the agents 


They set about organizing other counties to attack the reserves. Jbid., 684-5 
Ib 664-65 
It 678-S¢ 
Il 689 
G9! 
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s to protect the Indians and their property from wrong.’’ * 
r the annexation of Texas the United States found liself 
embarrassing situation in regard to its relations with 
; and the execution of its legal right to control the Indians 
the state. Texas retained control of its publie lands, 
. United States was expected to regulate Indian affairs. 
ernment had previously adopted the policy of placing 
us Indian tribes upon reservations so that they would 
ss subject to come in conflict with the desires of the white 
nd the future expansion of the United States. In Texas, 
ver, the plan of the federal government was thwarted be- 


state delayed granting the necessary reservations. 
ins within the state not only became exceedingly rest- 
d destruetive, but the red men from the outside invaded 
ntrvy from three sides — north, south, and west. After 

many valuable lives and the destruction of thousands 


t\ 
\\ 


‘orth of property, Texas agreed to grant a portion 
inds for the eolonization of the Indians. The tribes of 
te were accordingly placed upon two reserves. With the 

federal government the reservation Indians became 
ful and turned to agriculture and civilization. It was not 
vever, before the frontiersmen desired the land of the 
ins, and pressure was brought to bear to move them farther 

to the Indian country. When the removal of the Indians 
nally accomplished in 1859, the frontiersmen of Texas be 

ly temporarily satisfied. 


‘ant 


Discontent with inadequate 
protection from Indian danger later provided a fertile 
of secession sentiment in many of 


the frontier settle 
ts ot the Lone Star state.* 


Ramsdell, ‘‘The Frontier and Secession,’’ in Studies 
VE cs (New York, 1914), 68-79. 








HUGH McCULLOCH AND THE TREASURY DEPART. 
MEN'T, 1865-1869 


3y Hersertr 8. SCHELL 


When a vaeaney occurred in the treasury portfolio in Ma 
1865, it was to a practical Indiana banker that President Linco! 
turned for the appointment. For Hugh McCulloch, the 
pointee, it was a promotion from his position of comptroller 
the currency, an office he had filled since its creation in Ma 
1863. This had been preceded by twenty-eight years of exper! 
ence in banking at Fort Wayne, whither he had migrated fro. 
New England in 1833. 


When MeCulloch entered upon his new official duties, the ta 
of financial reconstruction was colossal. The total indebtednes 
of the nation had reached $2,800,000,000 by October, 1865... Over 
half of this was in the form of short term and temporary loa! 
The burdens of taxation, both local and national, were heay 
Wholesale prices had increased at a maximum of 116 per 
and the reduction of the inflated prices was now of vital interest 
The paper currency had been inflated from $200,000,000 
$635,000,000 of which $428,000,000 were in non-interest-bearin: 
legal tenders, or greenbacks. Whereas about $275,000,000 
coin had been in circulation in 1861, specie had been put in ab 
ance in ordinary exchange; and gold now hovered at 145. ‘T 
task of ‘‘repairing the financial disturbance and mischief oc 
sioned by the war’’ involved not only converting the tempo 
obligations into a permanent form at more favorable terms, bu 
also the restoration of the specie standard. The success 01 
policy, moreover, was predicated on an undisturbed mone} 
ket. 

By autumn of 1865, Secretary MeCulloch had worked ou 
ss 


Hoy 


policy. On October 11, in a speech at Fort Wayne, he express 


ki t ae ‘ tary of the Treas ivy the State of th F 
D ) Cong., 1 Sess., no. 3, p. 17 
\ Kemn High £ and Defla (Prineet 1921 ae 
! . esale 3s was lt | 
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elf in favor of a policy of contracting the legal tenders in 


to make the paper currency convertible into specie.’ In 
rt to Congress on December 5, appropriate legislation 
commended. He had made the funding of the legal tenders 


ardinal point of his program. The House of Representa- 


- seemed to be in accord with his contraction view when it 


ed the Alley Resolution on December 18, by a vote of 144 to 


curring and pledging its cooperation to that end.‘ 
desirability of reaching resumption was generally con- 


ed, A divergence of opinion, however, arose over the method. 


osition to the contraction plan centered in a doubt as to the 


oO 


liency of diminishing the nation’s eurrency. Feeling was 
ent in many quarters that the funding of both short time 

e term loans should be given primary attention. Senator 
Sherman, the leading exponent of this view, held that such 

‘was indispensable for the gradual advancement of the 
- credit and that any interference with the volume of cur- 
would defeat the conversion of the debt at lower interest 


Jay Cooke, the veteran banker, likewise felt that funding 


ld precede contraction.’ Closely related to this view was the 


that the growth of the country, development of mines, 


truction of railways to the Pacific, and the resumption of 
luctive activities in the South would secure such wider em- 
yment for the eurrency that it would in a short time approxi- 


eold value. The first view was founded on the assumption 
contraction would derange the economic structure of the 


try and thus, by retarding development and economic recon 


tion, delay the movement toward resumption; the second 
was based on the premise that the economie activities of 


xpanding country required a relatively larger volume of 


tion, and that contraction would deplete the existing cur 
already becoming less redundant. It is the latter premise 


lay the germs of a later inflation movement. 


MeCull en, Speeches, Lectures and Le tters ipon var is Subjects Wasl 
] {) 
essional Globe, 39 Cong., 1 Sess., 75 
1846; John Sherman, Recollection f Forty Years the House, Senate, 
Chieago, 1895), I, 377-79. 
y ke to John Sherman, April 2, 1866, Sherman MSS. n Library of Cor 
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Despite the sentiment expressed in the Alley Resolution, suc) 
opposition began to assert itself, that a bill drafted at the treas. 
ury department to give the secretary wide discretionary powers 
to fund the non-interest-bearing legal tenders was rejected | 
the House on March 16, 1866.7 To the objections against a dim 
inution of the currency was added an unwillingness to entrust 
so much unlimited power to the treasury head. George S. Bout. 
well declared the bill gave the secretary power to make every 
man from Texas to Maine weep or laugh at his pleasure. 

Approval was finally secured on April 12, by an amended bil] 
which limited the power to contract to not more than $10,000,00 
within the first six months and not more than $4,000,000 a mont) 
thereafter... MeCulloch pronounced the failure to grant addi 
tional powers a national calamity.” 

A measure designed to refund the entire national debt was 
successfully piloted through the Senate by John Sherman in 
July,’? but was never acted upon by the House. The sponsor of 
the bill correctly attributed its failure to MeCulloch’s lack of 
support.” The details of the bill had been worked out with Me 
Culloch, but when during the summer of 1866 a severe financia 
crisis developed in Europe, especially in England, with a result 
ant disturbance of the New York money market, the secretar 
deemed the proposition of securing a lower interest rate imprac 
tical.’® 

The task of retiring any part of the currency required the 
secretary to weigh well every contemplated step, for the slight 


7 Cong. Globe, 39 Cong., 1 Sess., 1468. The bill failed by a vote of 64 


lad Dp « > Oo” 


70. But 3 out of 27 Democrats voted nay; only 14 votes were cast for the | 


Republican members from the West and South. The Republican membership in t 
House had clearly put itself on record against the McCulloch program. 


8 Ibid a 1498. 
» Statutes at Large, XIV, 31. 
Letter to Justin Morrill, chairman of the ways and means committee, in ¢ 
Globe, 39 Cong., 1 Sess., 1609. 
Ibid., 3927. 
ay Cooke wrote to Sherman, August 1, 1866, ‘‘I don’t hesitate to say, t] 
nsider certain parties, whose names you can easily guess, as responsible for t 
Next time, we will understand in black and white just how far wi 
ported.’’ Sherman MSS. 
McCulloch to J. M. Forbes, May 24, 1866, McCulloch MSS. (in Library 
ess). At the instance « MeCulloeh, Henry D. Cooke had asked Sherma: 


f 
‘ooke to Sherman, May 22, 1866, Sherman MSS. 
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su + misstep would react injuriously on the entire financial struc- 
reac spe. The very evil which was to be remedied made the problem 
Wers bly dificult — a system of irredeemable currency. Besides 
isturbing influence of speculation fostered by the trafficking 
dim. & » gold, there were inherent the spasmodic disturbances from a 
trust reney that could not adjust its volume in response to the 
Jout. Ey is and wants of the community. Kase and tightness of money 
very seasonal phenomena. Any artificial manipulation of the 

tion, if ill-timed, was fraught with grave disaster. 
Lb : Indeed, treasury operations, under the currency situation, had 
)( to be disereetly performed. Heavy receipts at a time when a 
ont rger volume of circulation was required would cause a con- 
dd traction that ealled for alleviation through prompt disburse- 


ts from the treasury. Accumulations of gold in receipt of 
t dues, likewise, might render coin searee, thus reacting on 


1 j premium to the disadvantage of the importing merchant. 
ro (eCulloch fully appreciated the intricate nature of the prob 
r of ms before him. The activities of the department under his 


lance were tempered with the avowed object of an undis- 
money market. To attain this object, he deemed it neces- 
enter the money market whenever gold was rising or 


vere becoming depressed in Wall Street. Rampant specu- 
could easily embarrass him in his funding of the tempor- 
igations. The option of converting the seven-thirty treas- 


¢ 


th ry notes into either greenbacks or bonds intensified the danger, 
if bonds were at a discount, the notes would be presented 

al tenders which were obtainable in large amounts only 

urther issues, or through the sale of some kind of security. 

as, accordingly, frequently sold from the sub-treasury in 


York to steady the money market and keep down the prem- 


e contraction policy was launched very cautiously. Three 
principles guided MeCulloch’s actions. In the first place, 
ount removed from circulation by actual destruction was 
eeret during the process to defeat the desiens of specula- 
s and so as not to stimulate a dread of contraction in the 
of cautious business men.’® Secondly, currency was not 

f Sec. of Treas., 1868, xliv. 


9 MeC illoel , Ven and Measures of Half a Cent Lry New York, LSS88 ? 211- 
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to be withdrawn and retired during a money stringency, or wh 
currency receipts were small at a time when a maximum voly 
of circulation was required by the country. Whereas the ey 
rency reduction was applied consistently during the first year 
during 1867 the power was not exercised every month becaus 
of adverse financial conditions.*® Thirdly, retirement was acco; 
panied by a neutralizing release of currency from the treasw 
whenever temporary contraction was feared through a larg 
accumulation in the treasury vaults. This principle was folloy 
in the interest of currency elasticity and an undisturbed moi 
market. At times, legal tenders withdrawn for cancellation 
reissued to steady the markets.” 

The objections voiced against contraction assumed a cloak 
plausibility by early 1867, as economic conditions seemed 
vindicate the dire prophecies of financial distress. Every mor 
tary stringency became popularly attributed to treasury ope. 
tions. In financial circles it was even urged that the secretary 
the treasury should be relieved of the responsibility of regu 


ing the currency and that power ‘‘be vested in a Board who 

> o } y , + 
operations are to be in every case regulated by law and attend 
by the fullest publicity.’’** Boards of trade passed resolutio 
against contraction and numerous petitions of similar ten 
reached Congress.” 

Little could MeCulloch hope that his recommendations 
additional power to contract might be accepted.”° Considera! 
debate arose in Congress over the retirement of the compou 
interest legal-tender note. In so far as some of these notes W 

Manipulations in Wall Street to lock up legal tenders to depress securities 
One serious ‘‘locking up’’ of paper money in New York City in N 

3, led to an attempt to ban the practice by a statute, Statutes at Lar 
Bankers’ Magazine (New York), XXIII, 493. 

1., XXII, 595; New York Tribune, December 18, 1867; The Commercia 
a al Chi cle New York), April 6, August 10, 1867. 


Met *h, M a Veasures, 212; James G. Blaine, Twenty Years 
N | a] 
( / al C] nicle, August 1867 
’ Ba ¢’ Magqaz Cc, XXI, 564. John F’, Whitelaw, a Cleveland banker 
R. P. Spalding, February 4, 1867, suggested that many members 
were opposing contraction out of self-interest, in as much as 
and produce, and feared declining pric¢ M 
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by the national banks in their reserves, their retire- 


s equivalent to contraction since their place in bank re- 
had to be filled by greenbacks. A House bill to issue $100,- 
0 of greenbacks to redeem the compound interest notes 
; rejected by the Senate.** A moderation of the full process 
ntraction was secured by the issue of $50,000,000 of three 
certificates eligible for employment by banks for three- 

; of their reserves.” The onslaught on the reduction of the 

backs, however, failed. 

financial situation, so critical in the summer of 1867, did 
prove the following fall and winter. When Ohio elected 
ocratie legislature in October, the results were generally 
ited to the financial policy.** To the uncompromising hos- 
{ anti-contractionists became allied a criticism of treas- 
perations alleged to have brought about temporary con- 
. MeCulloch’s policy of locking up greenbacks in the 
seasonal currency requirements, it was claimed, had pro 
1a money stringency that precipitated a multitude of over- 
led firms into bankruptcy. 
mie discontent was unquestionably 
s convened in December, 1867. MeCulloch, however 


ill optimistie enough to think resumption would be possi 


t 


January, 1869, if the crops should be favorable and Con 


ss should pass no ‘‘unfavorable legislation. 


(\¢ 
ul 


oreenbacks.”® 


and of these 13 came from the eastern states. Of tl 


+ 
Ol 





S107 


eastern membership, 46 supported the bill and 


? 


sed. The Senate followed on January 15, 1868, by a vo 
Globe, 39 Cong., 2 Sess., 1424, 1664. 
2; Statutes at Large, XIV, 558 
s John Sherman from Joseph Medill, November 22; from A. Der 
ind from Governor J. D. Cox, December 14, 1867, SI M 
ng Sr. to Andrew Johnson, November 29, 1867, J« son MSS 
al ar Financial Chronicle, October 5, November 2 and 23. 1867 


t of Sec. of Treas., 1867, vi. 


(; be, 40 Cong., 2 Sess... 70. 





widespread when 


9 


After very 


bate, however, on December 7, 1867, the House passed, 
erwhelming vote of 127 to 32, a bill to suspend the ean 
Only 19 Republicans voted against 


1e 


99 : 
» were 


te 
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of 33 ayes and 4 nays.*’ The bill became a law without the sign, 
ture of President Johnson. 

It is impossible to state what the full measure of contract; 
had been while the law was in force. The greenbacks were 
tually reduced by $44,000,000, leaving $356,000,000 outstanding 
At the same time the old state bank currency was disappearing 





from circulation. The withdrawals of currency, however, we 
neutralized by the increase in the issue of national bank note 
which reached their maximum volume of $300,000,000 by Ja 
uary 1, 1869. There was also a slight increase in the fractio. 
currency. It is possible to estimate an approximate decrease 
$5,300,000 in the volume of the non-interest-bearing forms 
circulation between October 31, 1865 and September 30, 186s. 
During the same period, there was a decrease of about $158,000) 
000 of interest-bearing legal tenders, a decrease in part neutra 
ized by the issuance of $53,000,000 of three per cent certificates 
which were usable in the bank reserves. The actual contracti 
through this debt retirement is mere conjecture as presumab! 
these legal tenders were not held exclusively by banks nor cou 
many have been in cireulation after 1866, when the accrued inte: 
est made them desirable investments. 

The reaction against contraction was matched by equall 
strong agitation over the bonded debt. There was, first of all, 
popular insistence that all the bonds, maturing in twenty 
payable after five years, commonly referred to as five-twent 
bonds, be paid in eurreney when the laws under which thi 
were issued did not specifically eall for the payment of the pru 
cipal in gold.*® This became known as the ‘‘Ohio idea.’’ Anot! 
popular issue was the proposal to tax the bonds issued by 
national government. 

The advocacy of the payment of the five-twenty bonds in pap 
currency was making its appeal, especially in the West, during 
a period of depression when relief from economic burdens was : 
popular theme. With gold at about 140 in November, 1867, 





Tbid., 537. 
ese estimates are based on the statisties n Rep rt of See. of Treas., 1st 
868. p. 1, 24 
The laws of June 30, 1864 and Mareh 3, 1865 were silent on the charact 
yment of principal. The temporary obligations were funded by MeC 


Act of March 3, 1865. Statutes at Large, XIII, 468. 
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ate serepaney between coin and paper payments on a form of the 
debt that was increasing as the temporary debt was be- 

verted, reénforeed the proverbial outery against the 

® So vigorous was ‘‘the attack on the public eredit’’ that 

lin Tay Cooke, in his moments of anxiety over ‘‘the whole idea of 
es reaking faith with the publie creditors,’’ offered to undertake 
» the bonds in question without any compensation what- 


Secretary MeCulloch stoutly defended his contention for gold 
He regarded gold payments the practice of all high- 
led nations and held that whenever there was no expres- 
the contrary, coin payments on such obligations were 
s6ne Fi rably imphed. Moreover, all the heads of the treasury had 
00 rmly declared the bonds would be redeemed in that form, 
bonds had been sold by authorized agents of the govern- 
ton the strength of these declarations. The solution, he in- 
lay in resumption of specie payments so as to eliminate 
disparity between the currencies of the bondholder and the 
bondholder.* 
question was really an academic one because there was no 
igation, moral or legal, to pay off the bonds before maturity, 
| by that time the legal-tender currency could reasonably be 
cted to have reached parity with gold. The government, 
over, was not in a position to take up the bonds at the date 
five year option because of heavy expenditures and a dim- 
t} ution of revenue.** Only by new issues of legal-tenders could 





nds have been redeemed. Supporters of the ‘‘Ohio idea,’’ 
ever, generally disavowed any desire for new issues. 
e question had its demagogie appeal and caused McCulloch 
concern. He especially feared that ‘‘for party purposes, 
be induced to take positions in regards to it which are 
pproved by their honest & deliberate judgments and trom 


may dislike hereafter to recede.’’ ** The attempt of 
$610,000,000 of five-twenty bonds outstanding in November, 1867 
8,000,000 by November, 1868. 
Cooke to Justin Morrill, March 5, 1868, Morrill MSs 
Sec. of Treas., 1867, xxvii; McCulloch to sk and Hatch, August 
McCulloch MSS, 


lso Jay Cooke to Sherman, March 2, 1868, Sherman MSS. 


M h to Fisk and Hatch, August 10, 1868, McCulloch MSS 
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Senator Sherman to placate both sides of the controversy, 
funding into a new long term gold bond that would be certaipy ; 
mature after parity between gold and paper had been reach 
was frustrated by a pocket veto.* In the presidential campaig 
that followed the question failed to become a major issue, Wit 
Horatio Seymour vying with Republicans in talking ab 
‘*battling to make that paper good as gold,’’ the results of { 
election in November, 1868 could hardly have been influenced | 
the ecurreney plank of the Democratic platform. 

The matter was soon to be decisively settled. MeCull 
urged Congress to settle the construction of the law by resoly 
tion.*® But it was President Johnson who furnished the stimuly: 
to Congress to dispose of the whole question. In his final me; 
sage, he suggested that inasmuch as the holders of securities 
had already received a larger amount than their original invest 
ments measured in gold, the six per cent interest should be wit 
held from the bondholder and applied to the liquidation of 1! 
public debt.*’ Both branches of Congress at once denounced t 
suggestion in resolutions.** The following February, a bill) 
passed pledging the payment of all interest-bearing obligat 
in coin, except where ‘‘lawful money’’ was expressly stipulated. 
This measure failed to receive the President’s signature and 
new ‘‘publie credit’’ bill of similar tenor was passed the folli 
ing month after Grant’s inauguration.*° 

The feasibility of taxing national bonds was a much moot 
question during MeCulloch’s tenure. All the various war loa! 
had been exempt from taxation. The exemption was popula! 
denounced as a privilege accorded to capitalists who had beco1 
enriched by selling supplies to the government at inflated price: 

Senator Sherman held that technically the right to redeem the bonds 


lers existed but did not think it either right or expedient for the governn 





until the obligation to redeem the legal tenders in coin had been com 

Cong. Globe, 40 Cong., 2 Sess., 3959. His proposed solution was to offe1 
nds with sufficient attraction to induce bondholders to exchange their six per 
ldings for lower rate securities. 

Report of Sec. of Treas., 1868, xxii. 

James D. Richardson, Messages and Papers of the Presidents (Washing 
898), VI, 678 

( Gl 4 ¢ 4() Col! 4 3 Hess fi 128 
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sy, tieal parties were not hesitant in recognizing its poten- 
a a political issue.** Bondholders were relatively few in 
aC d those who did not possess bonds were very willing 


‘principles of equal rights to the ‘‘rights of the tax 


~ . loch at first remonstrated against the idea, insisting 
sail publie debt could not be placed at home or be well dis 
if subject to taxation, especially loeal.*? By the fall of 


popular agitation was so great that he took cognizance 


‘ [fe then expressed sympathy with the sentiment that ex 
” ti is not exactly right in view of the high local taxes and 
a vested a consolidated debt at six per cent in twenty year 


h one-sixth of the interest to be reserved and paid 
the states, according to population. This incidentally, 
‘would put an end to all discussions and doubts in 
» the kind of currency in which the bonds are to be paid; 
uplaints of exclusive privileges.’’ 
is proposals were before Congress.** By many, indeed. 
was considered an alternative to funding. The schemes 
bonds were, however, abandoned when Sherman’s 
r bill with the low rates of four and four and one-half per 
rest was accepted by the congressional majority.” 
raries of polities were never more perplexing than dur 
[ministration of Andrew Johnson, as Hugh MeCulloch 
d to his dismay. The secretary became an object for bitter 
s that made his official tenure not a happy one. Me- 
vrote Johnson that ‘‘the palm of being the ‘best abused’ 
the country’’ must be yielded to him; * and the President 


to Gideon Welles that there were more complaints 





New York), I, 289. See also letters from Joseph Medill to John 
9 and Mareh 9, 1868, Sherman MSS. 
Sec. of Treas., 1865, p- °6: MeCulloch to J. M. Forbes, M y 19, 1866, 
AT< 
Trea L867 XXX 
Fina al Chro } 1) n r 21. 1867. J y 4. 1868 A resolu 
Ways 1 M« ns mi e¢ ) rod posing a ) 
nds had passed Hous Tune 29, 1867 of 92 to 54 
‘ g., 2 ses 3589 
5 funding measure that me the fate of K vet is] I 
J l () he 7 L868 lol MSS 
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against the treasury department and its head than against 
other officials.” 

There was hardly a phase of the treasury activities that d 
not become a target for Congress. In the South, the department 
ran afoul of Senator Sumner over the Test Oath Act. Th 
Journal of Commerce and the New York Herald consisteyt 
charged McCulloch with inefficiency and dishonesty in admini 
tration. The treasury sales of gold, in particular, received mue 
criticism, inspiring frequent congressional investigations.” Th 
secret sales were alleged to have been manipulated by specu 
tors with the connivance of the department.°® Responsibility | 
speculation in the revenue bureau was placed on the seeretar 
by the Radieals in Congress. MeCulloch’s motives were i 
pugned in Congress and without.’ Anti-contractionists charg 
him with trying to produce a financial disaster to destroy th 
Republican party.” 

The tundamental motive for most of these attacks on Me 


rit 
it 


Culloch’s administration, as well as on his personal integr 
had its source in the breach between the executive and the 1 
tional legislature. The press might say that Congress differed 
with McCulloch through a wiser understanding of political ec 
omy,°® but the virtual unanimity with which the keystone ot 
policy was repudiated by the political party entrenched in Co 
gress challenges one’s credulity. 

It is certain that the secretary’s early espousal of Johnson’ 
cause did not win friends for his financial program in Congress 


47 Edgar T. Welles (ed.), The Diary of Gideon Welles (Boston, 1911), III 


197-2 


MeCulloch, Men and Measures, 227-32: Charles Sumner to MeCulloeh, S« 


er oO, L865, McCulloch MSS. 


49 Ellis P. Oberholtzer, Jay Cooke, Financier of the Civil War (Philadely 
1907), II, 14, 16, 26, 29. Jay Cooke on several occasions in response to com] 
from McCulloch sought to appease the New York journals. 

0 Report of Sec. of Treas., 1868, xliv; James A. Woodburn, The Life of Th 

us Stevens (Indianapolis, 1913), 564, 565; Oberholtzer, op. cit., II, 29 ff. 

1 A vicious attack was made by Schenck of Ohio on July 18, 1867 in a discuss 
f the Metropolitan Revenue Board set up by McCulloch to check up on 
( 1. Globe, 40 Cong., 1 Sess., 724. 

D. A. Dangler to Sherman, January 21, 1867, Sherman MSS. 
Such was the sage opinion of the Chicago Tribune, December 21, 1867 


t Francis Fessenden, Life and Public Services of William Pitt Fessenden 


1907), II, 106; George S. Boutwell, Reminiscences of Sixty Years in P 
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ferences to the reconstruction question in his reports in- 
y weakened the force of all his recommendations.” He 
| the early reconstruction of the southern states, opposed 

. suffrage, and deprecated the issue made of the argument 
‘southern rebels’’ and northern Democrats would re- 


the national debt if allowed to get into power.°® 


P 
nimosities created by the personal quarrel between the 


ent and Congress defeated the efforts to conduct the treas- 
irtment on a purely non-partisan basis. Each party to 
rrel hoped to retain control of the treasury patronage 
change in the personnel was certain to invoke criticism 
imination. T’o keep the fiscal machinery running smooth- 
lloch found it necessary to arrange a modus vivendi 
anti-administration forees. This was secured through 

n of the extensive patronage between the secretary of 
sury and the commissioner of internal revenue, EF. A. 

1 pronounced Radical. Since the appointments of the 
te treasury agents were purely administrative, they 

de on the nomination of the superior officials in charge 
rious treasury functions.*’ This arrangement was not 
ful and MeCulloech and Rollins accused one another of 
arding each other’s wishes.** Rollins, who had rendered 


York, 1902), II, 125; Blaine, op. cit., II, 332. McCulloch at 
n May 23, 1866 had denounced the Radicals in Cons 


Cong. Globe, 40 Cong., 1 Sess., 724; Chicago 


ti Commercial in an editorial on December 5, 1866 commented on 
report: ‘‘ Yet, with all the merit his report possesses in its 
sphere, it can not but be regretted that the Secretary travels 
tion question, and makes an argument from his standpoint, that, 
nsequence; and whether correct or not, is certain to impair, if 
rece of all his recommendations. ’’ 
h to Sumner, August 15, 1865, MeCulloch MSS. 
1 to William B, Allison, February 23, 1867, copy in Johnson MSS. 
ch | has, too, by letter to this office causec » be transferred from 
papers relating to the appointment of Assistant Assessors, In 
rs and the like and is appointing them across the way without the 


” 


n the world to me. He does this to gratify the President,’’ wrote 
August 24, 1867, Morrill MSS. MeCulloch, on the other hand, 

n on October 2, 1867, ‘‘I have never appointed a Clerk or a Special 
‘or the Internal Revenue Bureau without consulting Mr. Rollins; 
t me, without any conference, twe nty names for Supervisors every 


ngs to the Republican party, and most of them to the extreme 








$16 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY HISTORICAL REVIEW 





himself extremely obnoxious to Johnson, was induced to resi: 
the summer of 1868, but retained the office until the Ja: 


1 


part of the year, through the inability of the administratio: 





make an appointment satisfactory to the Senate.” 

The other horn of the dilemma presented itself in the eriticis 
of partisan Democrats who felt that too much was yielded to th 
Radicals.°’ Hungry office-seekers could see in MeCulloch’s ¢ 
ciliatory attitude nothing but hypocrisy and double dealing; : 
the more unscrupulous of them sought to poison Johnson again; 
his seeretary. The arrangement with Rollins, furthermor 
tended to fill most of the positions with extremists of e 
eroup. 

Public morality was at a low ebb following the war and 
Culloch readily admitted that frauds were committed in the 
ternal revenue offices.’ Political sycophants charged him \ 
eulpability and urged the President to ‘‘have the Augean stabl 
eleared.’’ Serious accusations were made of bond duplicatio1 
and over-issues of notes in the printing bureau, ostensibly 
drive MeCulloch out of the treasury.®* The ‘‘Whiskey Ring 
with great subtlety opposed the treasury head because he 
determined that the whiskey tax be collected. In October, i867 
A r of that party. He certainly cannot expect me to approve of these nomir 


n one of Mr. Johnson’s Cabinet.’?’?’ Sherman MSS. 


R S Johns J 8, 1868, tendering resignation; Rollins to Me 
gust 5, 1868, Johnson MSS. J. D. Cox, whom Jolinson wished to appi 
revenue office, declined and wrote to Sherman, August 10, ‘‘1 ni 
ny satisfactory conduct of the Revenue Department is possible till a n 
n shall establish new relations with the Senate. ... With this view 
MeCulloch and Mr. Rollins that I hoped such mutual conciliation 
would enable them to get on amicably till the Presidential 
I n MSS 
The Johnson correspondence is full of such eriticisms. 
Such were the complaints of T. W. Stokes and Horatio Seymour in letters 


nson, March 13 and November 9, 1867, Johnson MSS. 


Letters to William B. Allison, February 23, 1867, and to President 


Henry Wilkes to Johnson, August 10, 1867. The attack was just 
inst Chase and, according to McCulloch, originated with bank-not 

rs who had unsuccessfully sought to have their system of engraving 

to Johnson, September 20, 1867, Johnson MSS. Henry D. Cooke, in 
Sherman on August 19, ventured the opinion that the charges were ma‘ 
ther the designs of engravers, drive McCulloch out of the treasury, and t 


( se’s chances for the Presidency. Sherman MSS. 
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was so rife that MeCulloch felt constrained to warn 


President that any concessions to the whiskey interests of 
York would be injurious to his administration and would 


healthy political reaction which was going on in his 
Whiskey had more to do with complaints of removals 


lities, he ventured to inform Johnson on another ocea 


tions with the President were, on the whole, quite cor- 
[cCulloch faithfully stood by his chieftain during the 
i867, that McCulloch and Rollins had testified before 
liciary committee of the Senate that appointments of rev- 
cials had been made against their remonstrance was 


| stress period of the administration.” A press report 


denied.®? MeCulloeh, in his recollections, states that 
n never even suggested any changes should be made be- 
t the fact that most of the treasury employees were politi- 
ypposed to him, admitting, however, that at one time some 
changes were made to further Johnson’s ambitions to 
third party movement.** The exception noted must refer 
National Union’? movement of 1866; in fact, in August 
vear Senator Fessenden was complaining that the Presi 
as removing faithful and competent officers, filling their 
‘‘copperheads and flunkies.’’*® The charitable re- 


nee econeerning the patronage is not altogether borne out 


to Johnson, October 16, 1867, Johnson MSS. McCulloch transmitted 
munication from former Commissioner of Internal Rever W 
O er 15, alleging that a gigantie combination was being formed 
sts and Democratic politicians of New York whereby, in 1 
I Met ] es org ) \ i 
son J ? ry S. LS6S, 4} 
J n, Aug 1867, wherei ! s his 
I On Fe! ! 6 LSOS Met V Johnson’s a 
ion With G oncerning \ rtn was subst 
Ss re He J S MSS 
Johnson, dated Ju 0, 1867, \ l 
New ¥ K 7 VOUNE J 
V ( Mea ( 77 
Met och, Augus 9O On Septe M ( r 
Me( ch w lg | S ! S s early 
1 been uttering a feat u I sl f of Demo 
Vi ef MSS 
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by the McCulloch correspondence. Gideon Welles, furthermore. 
records that MeCulloch complained to him in July, 1867, that th, 
revenues were being defrauded by miserable party appoin 
ments; and that sometimes Johnson failed to carry out the ar 
rangement with the Radicals for dividing the offices.”° 





In 1868, when Johnson was aspiring to the Democratic nom 


n 
ination, MeCulloch himself was in the greatest danger of re 
moval. For his refusal to turn over the patronage to the Demo. 
cratic politicians, he was to be sacrificed. Strong representations 
were made before the Democratic convention met in July, tl 


» Lula 


MeCulloch’s retention would be prejudicial to Johnson’s 
chances. A former congressman from New York, and a delegat 
to the convention, wrote, ‘‘It is supposed that a change in the 
Head of the Treasury Department is required by the exigencies 
of the service and contemplated by you.’’™ Stil another corr 
spondent, evidently trying to round up delegates, informed th 
President: ‘‘I found most of the neweomers of the Pendleto 
family remark as to yourself, ‘How can we support Johnson 
when he keeps MeCulloch in the Cabinet, and thus turns 
whole power of the Treasury Department against the Demo 
cratic party?’ ... Of course I cannot give a positive answer 
but express the hope instantly that the good news [of the r 
moval of McCulloch] will come.’’ * For political expediency, as 
late as in September, the removal of MeCulloch was still desired, 
and it was seriously suggested that the secretary might be ac 
commodated with a foreign mission.” 

Why Johnson refused to yield to the importunities of his polit 
ical managers is not so certain. Welles thought that MeCulloch 


’ Welles, op. cit., III, 147. 


L 
Charles Goodyear to Johnson, June 12, 1868. Ralph W. Newton wrote o1 
24 from New York that he was trying hard to have Johnson taken up by the Det 
erats, and that, if Cabinet changes were made, the President’s strength 
sume a formidable shape at once. Johnson MSS. 
Letter from William W. Warden, July 1, 1868, ibid. 
This was the suggestion of Hiram Ketcham in a letter of September 15 mark 


trietly private.’’ Ketcham wrote, ‘‘I think that something ought to be dor 


to help us here to give aid to friends in the coming election.’’ Ibid 

Most of these political correspondents desired the appointment of H. A. Smyt 
ctor of the port of New York. At the Democratie convention Johnson r 
he first ballot, ranking second to Pendleton who had 105, Edward 


1 History of the Presidency (New York, 1916), I, 325. 
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; not fully appreciated by Johnson.* A study ot the corre- 

e of Johnson leads one to suspect that probably he was 

ned to face a battle with the Senate over the confirmation 

oice for the suecession.” There is no evidence that Me- 

( eh eneouraged the Johnson boom; in fact, there is an indi- 
a preference for Chase for the Democratic nomina- 


w of the political hopes nurtured by Andrew Johnson, a 

x interest in finance by him by 1868 is not surprising. In 

tter to General Thomas Ewing on ‘‘ National Expenditures 

Publie Debt,’’ wherein it was asserted that, by tolerating 

nroeram of the Radieals, the nation had exchanged slave- 

ers for new taskmasters in the persons of bondholders and 

vatherers, Johnson disclosed a desire to exploit an economic 

‘inancial matters do not appear to have been discussed 

ibinet meetings before 1868, and Johnson had generally ae 

\MeCulloch’s point of view.** He had, however, allowed 

| suspending contraction to become a law without his sig 

vidently unwilling to attach his name to a measure 

Radicals in Congress almost unanimously supported, 

t lacking the courage to veto a proposition that seemed to 

eceive popular approbation. He had killed the funding bill of 

, [S68 by a pocket veto, thus contributing toward making the 

enty bond controversy an issue in the presidential cam- 

His divergence from the economic thinking of his secre 

the treasury reached its climax in his suggestion to Con- 

the payment of interest on the publie debt be applied 

quidation of the principal; and Gideon Welles notes a 

debate between McCulloch and the President over the eur- 
question that same month.” 

op. cit., III, 153. 


, perennial office-seeker and one of MecCulloch’s most unsparing 
t the secretary failed to resign out of a feeling of security be- 
Senate’s habitual disapproval of Johnson’s appointees. Latham to 
June 22, 1868, Johnson MSS. 
p. cit., IIT, 401. Lewis Campbell of Ohio had complained on October 
treasury department was run in the interests of Chase. Johnson 
Ewing, October 24, 1868, ibid; eopies of this letter were distributed 
iture 
V and Measures, 199. 


ewt., FED, 153. 
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Johnson’s retention of MeCulloch in the cabinet, therefore. 
cannot be regarded as evidence of whole-hearted accord betwee; 
the two. MeCulloch, undoubtedly, was of inestimable service | 
the administration. In any event, he was able to stand his 
ground in the face of opposition and criticism from the partisay 
of both groups in the quarrel between the President and Co 
gress. Despite the definite estrangement of McCulloch from | 
Radical leaders, the Republicans were unwilling to have \\ 
Culloch withdraw from the treasury. This was especially tn 


) 


of ‘‘sound money’’ members of the party.*® Radicals and co 
servatives, in general, had no hopes that Johnson would appo 
anybody who would satisfy them as well. It was feared that { 
treasury department might get ‘‘into control of some vile polit 
cian,’’ for names had been mentioned for the position that we: 
‘* a stench in the nostrils of honest men.’’** It was an ano1 
ous situation, indeed, for McCulloch but it encouraged him | 
remain at the helm.** Seldom has as accomplished a finane 
been so relentlessly buffeted and hampered in his financial duti 
as Hugh MeCulloch was. 

While the political situation undoubtedly intensified the op 
sition to his contraction policy, it is doubtful whether, und 
nore favorable circumstances, he could have consummated def! 


} I 
tion d 


accept his dogmatic views on resumption. Deflation was to 


uring his term of office. The country was in no mood t 
intricate a process to be brought on rapidly. MeCulloch ne 
receded from his belief that all the greenbacks could have b 


McCulloch makes reference to his Republican friends who would e1 
to ‘‘hold on,’’ MeCulloch, Men and Measures, 194. 


Philip F. Kelly, Philadelphia banker, to McCulloch, August 28, 1868 


McCulloch on March 22, 1869 wrote to Morrill: ‘*My term... was 


‘toil and danger.’ No one but myself could understand under what annoyai 
discouragements I administered the Treasury department most of the tim 
ble support from either political party, or from either the Executis 


islative Branches of the Government. ... In regards to what you eall my ‘] 


nities’ I need only say that I have never been anything else than Whig & 
n, alt igh I have differed from most of my old political friends upon t 
of reconstruction and suffrage. ... As an indication of my position, 


remark that while Secretary, I never appointed a man, of my own acccrd, t 
‘ 


because he was Conservative or removed one because he was a radieal.’’ M 


£oM 


This was a reply to a letter of appreciation from Morrill under date « 


MeCulloch MSS 
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Ir: from circulation without prejudice to legitimate 
but this view was possibly over-sanguine. ‘The me- 

m of the 

Stil OL Ul 


e business world is less adapted to fluctuations up 
.e value of money than it is to fluctuations downwards. 
ce, the anti-contractionists desired a gradual deflation 
violent disturbances in the price level. Besides the gen- 
s of deflation to the business world, another point must 


°41 
4 

WW} ) 

Wi a 


respect to the period under review. Resumption 
. funding of the large currency debt of the government, 
approximated a billion in 1867, would have placed a tre- 

burden on the tax-payer when the greenback dollar was 
t about seventy-five cents in gold. 


clk 


he repudiation of his contraction policy, Secretary 
could point to concrete achievements during his ad- 
tion. A threefold program had been pursued. The mass 
| notes and short term obligations had been reduced by 
n into less embarrassing forms of obligations. Second- 

of the debt, except the circulating notes, had been con 


| into long term gold bonds.** Moreover, steps had been 


} 
1i¢ 


to reform the currency situation by calling in the interest- 


ral tenders and by reducing the greenback circulation. 
a billion of the debt had been paid off. A total of 
10,000 had been either paid or funded.*° 


half 


bicil 


The depression 
id 1868, the decrease of revenue, and th 


le increase of 
‘debt in 1867 had prevented greater accomplishmet 


its 
ess conditions in general were showing an improvement 
Prices were on a downward trend. Gold was at 135 


ow, 


the government had improved; five-twenty bonds 


7 ; 
Ol 


ad been at par in November, 1865 commanded 110 Decem 


There were erities who held that whatever improve 


in the economic situation had occurred in spite 


ulloch’s contraction efforts but the secretary’s policy 


‘toward gradual resumption was gain 


its de { 


A 


enders. The conviction that the country was pro 


1? oround. 
We row 


and Measures, 212-1 
s by funding into five-twenty bonds which i S from $609 
) r, 1865 to $1,557,000,000 by July, 1868. Report of Sec. of Tre 
SOS XXIL1V 
Com: 1] Financial ( N 





THE GOLD-STANDARD DEMOCRATS AND THE PAR?y 
CONFLICT? 


By James A. Barnes 


‘‘T have borne the sins of Grover Cleveland,’’ was Willian 
Jennings Bryan’s explanation of the defeat of the silver Dem 
racy in 1896.° This curt sentence was only the expression of 
hatred growing out of four years of conflict with Cleveland, ; 
it gave far too much credit to the gold Democrats with whom | 
President was aligned in this campaign. The votes as east 
that day were not a criticism of an individual, but a declarati: 
in regard to the standard of value. To the silver followers, pe 
haps, the standard of value did not mean gold or silver payment 
so much as relief from an economic pressure which for mat 
years had been growing increasingly more odious. The incid 
in the Democratic party is but the story of the situation in t! 
country at the time; the personal hatred between Bryan 


Cleveland is but an example of the feelings of countless numbers 


of individuals in the United States in those years. 

The animosities of the summer and fall months of 1896 wer 
not engendered at that time; neither did the split in the Den 
cratic party spring into existence full-blown with the delivery o! 


99 


the triumphant ‘‘Cross of Gold’’ speech before the hot and dust 
members of the Democracy assembled in convention at Chicag 
in July of that year.* It was not an accident that this preside 
tial campaign found two Democratic parties in the United Stat 
bitterly fighting each other — one charging the other with pra 


[This paper was written largely from manuscripts collected in the writer’s pr 
of a biography of John G. Carlisle. 
, Grover Cleveland: The Man and the Statesman (New 

en commonly believed that the events of the Democratic natior 

he results of chance. Recent writers have questioned this belief; 

Mark Sullivan, Paxton Hibben, and Thomas Beer. as well as Fred 
n his James Baird Weaver (Iowa City, 1919), ch. xvi. The writer of t 
ieves that the split in the party and the nomination of Bryan constitu 


sarefully executed ‘‘aecidents’’ in Amer 
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eresy, and the other accusing its opponents of having 

to the ‘‘bloated aristocracy’’ of Wall Street. Some of 
tors which led to this conflict had been growing for more 
hirty years. The form of expression which the discontent 
country took — a demand for more money through the in- 
sed coinage of silver — was not peculiarly western, for it 


; present in both the South and the East, and not particularly 


erican, for it had appeared in all the important countries of 


rid 
hiXAe 


paper is too brief to examine the economic, social, and 
‘al developments which had been pointing for a generation 
a climax of some kind.* It must limit itself to the cireum- 
es which attended the efforts of the gold members of the 
ratic party to maintain what they believed to be the long- 
d monetary principles of the Democracy. 
background which the silver movement had in the United 
was entirely different from that in any other country, and 
ublican form of government made a decision by the people 
There was little in the development of this sentiment 
free coinage of silver, however, which would indicate that 
flict over the question would come in the Democratic 
That it did was largely the result of the appearance of 
econecilable leaders in the organization — Grover Cleve- 
d Wiliam Jennings Bryan — and the succession of the 
eracy to the control of the government in 1893.° 


Buck, John D. Hicks, Alex M. Arnett, Hallie Farmer, and ot! 
rk on this subject, but much yet remains to be done. Land lo 
e result of seasonal demands for currency, and the relation of the 
system to the West are some of the phases which offer opportunity 
), 1893, Congressman Newton C. Blanchard of Louisiana said before 
nittee on banking and currency that: ‘‘As matters now stand in 
y so in the States of the West, so far as our money affairs are ec 
been going from bad to worse. Things havs 
ear to year. Money has been getting scarcer each year among 
ur property have been depreciating year by year 
lished ‘* Hearings’’ of the House Committee on Bankin; 
, p. 205. The papers of every public man of thi 
sing this sentiment. 
the party of the ‘‘outs,’’ had been 
r more money. The coming of Grover Cleveland, hi 


dvoeate to the leadership. 
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The origins of the schism in the Democratic party may 
seen in the entrance of William Jennings Bryan into natio; 
polities in 1890. When he lirst entered Congress, this yo 
Westerner had no definite principles in regard to public fir 
He hated the moneyed aristocracy of Wall Street, but that 
not uncommon in his party. He plainly admitted that gold, 
the best medium of exchange, ti he opposed its single us 


‘ause of its limited quantity. The demands which were ray 
taking possession of the entire West, however, soon led Bry 


to become an ardent advoeate of the free and unlimited ecoing 


One of the first concerns of Bryan in national polities was 
make the cause of the West the concern of the Democratic par‘ 
This is clearly expressed in a letter of 1891, in which he s 
‘‘T hope that the two wings of the Democratie party ma 
together, but I believe the time has come when the western 
shall have some say so in regard to the flapping.’’ ° The nt 
year he began to put this belief into action vith the defi 
nouncement, ‘‘ We declare ourselves in favor of the free ‘a 
of silver,’? which he wrote as the minority report at the st 
convention of the Nebraska Democracy.’ The statement mig 
have been more significant to the Democratic presidential ¢ 
date of 1892 had he used the singular pronouns. With t! 
pression the first element of the coming struggle in the } 
was completed; the second appeared with the election of Gr 
Cleveland to the presidency in November of that year. 

Cleveland was already well-known as a gold-standard 
eate. He had, in fact, been chiefly responsible for rescuing t 


{ 


standard from the danger which threatened it when he first 


Bryan to Thomas Kilpatrick, Lincoln, Nebraska, July 20, 1891, Bryan Ms 
Kilpatrick wrote Bryan o1 July PS.) gaegn. **s.5 many of your frie. 
nd friends} p 3 1 would value are ve y sorry and disappointed T¢ 
g what seems to them a theory that is fraught with mischief. . 
you are at present with the majority, and what troubles me is the be 
ge will win the day, and that s results must be learned by expt 
reg s lesson, I am greatly afraid, that the farmer and the lal 
ret the worst of it.’’ Bryan replied on July 20, ‘‘The more I have st 
estion the better satisfied I have become that the free and unlimited 
( he present 1 0 is the necessary settlement of the question.’’ Bry 
to A. B. Farquar, October 31, 1891, Bryan MSS. 


J. Brvan, The First Battle (Chicago, 1896), 72 
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a ial chair on Mareh 4, 1885.?° A fieht between these 
of the eastern and western Democracy was inevi 


onflict, led on the one side by the dogged determina 
ver Cleveland, and on the other by the crusading 
Bryan with its appeal to the human element, came 


ips, being shared by all the people than any other in 


olitics. One leader was determined either to hold the 
t he believed to be its old ideals ot sound money, or 
t on having’ 


abel 
Lf 


organization; the other was equally s 
s share in the old Democracy the Democracy that 
ts beginning stood by the masses. 
s the personal element in the fight; the actual party 
ne because of the heritage which, in 1893, the Republi- 
left to the incoming Democrats. The unsound financial 
and the extravagant expenditures of the Harrison 
tion, coupled with the enormous sums expended in 

Who 


nptions, had made a financial crisis inevitable. 
o sit in the White House when that crisis culminated 
be severely condemned by one section of the country 


raised by the other; whichever party happened to 
wer was certain to find itself divided. There was no 
iddle ground on which the administration could stand; 


either for gold or for silver must be made. Cleveland 
mer, and condemnation and party dissension ap 


} } 
apunaance. 


the Demoeratie party took over the reins of government 
$, 1893, the gold in the treasury stood at exactly $982, 
ve the $100,000,000 which had come to be reearded as the 
mount to be held for the purpose of insuring the 

the greenbacks. The fear that silver might become the 


ney possessed by the government had led to a constantly 


stood at $114,000,000 in the early months of 1885 B op 
ons, and by other methods President Cleveland was able to turn 
g . lmost $200,000,000 in gold. 
ry of the treasury in this administration spent ilmost $300,000,000 
tions and premiums. This was done in order to prev: inie whie 
ng because of the growing distrust of American finances and because of 
vy added greatly to this fear and 


isis in England. The Sherman Law 
irden to the go 


nstantly increasing bu 
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increasing demand upon the little gold which the treasury held 
Secretary Carlisle did what he could to increase his holdings 
the yellow metal, but his efforts accomplished nothing more tha; 
temporary relief.** Insufficient revenues and increasing redemy 
tions soon took the gold reserve below the $100,000,000 and in 
mediately precipitated a panic upon the country. The West and 
the South suffered severely in this crisis, and the demand fo) 


the tree ecolnage ot silver increased in proportion to the hard 
ships which the people of those sections endured. The sufferings 
which were borne in these months gave significance to the sil 
irguments of the succeeding years."* 

Cleveland felt that the difficulties that came in 1893 were t 
direct result of unsound financial legislation; he called a spec 


session of Congress for the purpose of repealing the § 


oiermal 
Silver Law. It was this meeting of Congress which distineth 


ivided the gold and silver followers, and it gave to the silver 
eroup their first opportunity to attack the President on 
monetary policy. Western Senators announced the fact that t! 
West expected to fight ‘‘the conspiracy of Wall and Lombai 
Streets’’; Peffer of Kansas declared that ‘‘his horizon is nat 


row indeed who does not see a mighty people rising.’’ Bry: 
began his attack on the repeal bill on August 16, and he add 


ereatly to his following because he dared criticize the President 


for obeying the dictates of the moneyed aristocracy and for 
ing the patronage to defeat the will of the people. Cleveland | 
early decided to use this eudgel in the repeal fight; on Janua 


22, he had written Carlisle, ‘‘One thing may as well be distiu 


understood by democrats in Congress, who are heedless of | 


} 


the year 1892, the redemptions in gold had reached dang 
ns July more legal tenders were redeemed in gold than in any y 
ites 1890, which were now increasing at the rat 
were regarded as a direct obligation upon the gold reser 


Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances, 1884, 15 
» relief of the treasury for a time by exchanging 

issued now because of the disruption it wol 

Cleveland MSS.; William E. Curtis MSS.; Charles 8S 


iry and MSS. Curtis and Hamlin were assistant secretaries 


















var ‘é ‘ - 9? 
e@ Various armies 


of unemployed was one means of ex} 


1 L. MeMurry, Coxey’s Army (Boston, 1929). 
Cong., 1 Sess., Vol. XXV, pt. 3, p. 2956-57 
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ind responsibilities of the incoming administration and 
ty our party owes to the people. They must not expect 
urn the other cheek’ by rewarding their conduct with 
ive.’? © The President won in this first fight with the 
roup in his party, but at the expense of losing the entire 
nd of turning the eyes of that section upon its young 

d mentor in greater earnestness than ever.” 
silver advoeates the success of the repeal law seemed 
nerete evidence that the ‘‘bloated aristocracy’’ was in 
of the government officials. This belief was further 
ened by the fact that the treasury department was com- 
make three bond issues within the next two years in 
naintain the gold standard. An increase in the publie 
me of peace for the purpose of maintaining a standard 
which Westerners and Southerners believed to be re 
for their ills eaused a large increase in the ranks of 
ver party and promised more embarrassment to the ad- 
tion. It was a trying time for Secretary Carlisle, who 
from day to day where the gold to meet his obliga- 

ld be obtained. 

rst two years of the Cleveland administration were cer- 
nfortunate ones; every measure which the President 
‘ed accomplished little more than to lose additional num- 
ollowers. The strikes, the tariff, the bond issues — all 
ed to denude the eastern wing of the party of its members 
add supporters to the ‘‘new’’ Democracy of the West. 
nd felt the misfortunes keenly, but not enough to swerve 
m his course. On October 9, 1893, he wrote to his elose 
Don M. Dickinson of Michigan, ‘‘I feel that when I go 
my cabinet my situation is a most forlorn one — more 


even you suppose’’; again on March 18 of the following 


. ‘These are days of especial perplexity and depression and 
ot 


{ public duty is unusually rugged.’’ To Richard Wat- 
der, he wrote on October 12, 1894, ‘‘I know too there is a 


nd-Carlisle MSS. 
1 advocates had a difficult job in passing the repeal law. Letters in the 
rtis, Lamont, and Olney collections tell of many uncertain days, and of 
compromise. Even the New York bankers, led by J. Pierpont 


1. temporary bargain. 
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now the clouds will roll away, but I d 


i that 4 


that time, 
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lve of political manipulation and 


ability. 


ie matter with Kansas?’’ 


up in the 


. . ie ij 99 
synaicate 


{cElroy 


tober 


Cleveland, 





will be drowned in their floods.”’ 


Be oe a s¢ 
and and his eueckoos 


West. 


crats were commonly spoken of by 


Regan of Boise City, 





9, 1893, Cleveland 


na 





bond sale of 
and Belmont, ‘‘prinees of the aristocracy.’’ 


were suffering 


tha 
tl 


ore 


som, CA 
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February, 189%, 


} 
aho, 





MSS. 


311¥ 


4 


eo to take definite form in the West. 


e 


1ecess in the halls of Congress, brought a thoroi 


ri: 


to 


i@h alarn 
Lose who favored gold as the standard of value; the laugh w! 
iam Allen White had aroused in the Kast with his edit 


L\ 


‘anization 


y ante-dates this letter one year, op. cit., 


of silver followers did much to unite the lead 


1 


ad 


+ 


\ 


; of the discontented farmers. Bryan, unofficial ambas 


of the white metal, was their greatest leader, for he combi 


4 


allied themselves with Wall Street) the great silver eru 


Vill 


to 


ast event which set the silver men against the 2 


allow it to sanction the heresy of free-silvet 


7 
if 


SS; 


Ly. 


Bryan, 


April 15, 1895, Cleveland MSS. 


_ and loeal meetings stirred the imagination and 


? 


died out as new orators 


fight will continue until no further felt 
He seemed, ready to split the party completels 


‘ 
i 


not know his purposes, nor when their resy 


the East (largely, the interior believed, because | 


The activities of the silver advocates, coupled with their n 


The movement, moreo\ 
little less enthusiasm in the South and Hast. 
newed demand for silver coinage combined with the misfortu 
ot tne administration to cause Cleveland’s followers 


But the President, despite these losses, resolut 


rt wrote the President, ‘‘ Your recent sale of $62,000,000 « 
bonds to the Rothschilds’ syndicate for $9,000,000 less than th 
t value to obtain gold to maintain gold monometallism, 
me evidence of your familiarity with ‘the forces of safe « 


while Congressman Bryan urged the members ot | 


T 


LD-STANDARD DEMOCRATS AND PARTY CONFLICT 429 


demonstrate their divinity by ‘‘chastening him whom 
The silver advocates were strong enough to prevent 
ertion of the word ‘‘gold’’ in the bond contract, and the 
thereby lost $16,000,000 in interest. The gold men 
ionant; one member of the House wrote a friend, ‘‘Con 
Senator Vilas of Wisconsin, friend of the Presi- 


| of this scheme of the silverites, ‘‘It is the effervescence 


an ass and the worldly minded is fully justified in saying 


79 


nd discussion in Congress and in the country did a great 
rd uniting the various silver groups in the West and 
Bryan expressed something of the determination of 
in these sections to oppose the Democratic-Republican 
ance of the Kast when he said, ‘‘If they form this union, 
e and defensive, they must expect that the rest of the 
‘{ the country will drop party lines, if necessary, and 
preserve their homes and their welfare. If this is see- 
the Kast has set the example.’’ ** The rift in the party 
idening daily. Bryan’s political machine which he was 
building up by indefatigable correspondence and grace 
tory promised to gain enough strength to roll over the 
hed but weakening gold Democrats. 
meeting in Washington, on February 22, 1895, plans 


‘oun by the silver men for the formation of a third 


They did this, the delegates declared, because they saw 
of capturing either of the old organizations. The real 
vas that the silver men did not want to start the open 
ention battle. They were relieved of this embarrass- 
definite action on the part of the gold Democracy. On 
3, President Cleveland wrote to Henry S. Robbins of 
ro a public letter which marked the beginning of the open 


the Democratie party for the control of the convention 

‘*Diseuise it as we may,’’ wrote the President, ‘‘the 

battle 1s drawn between the forces of safe currency and 
D. Harter to A. B. Farquar, February 11, 1895, Cleveland MSS. 

Cleveland, May 1, 1895, Cleveland MSS, 

st Battle, 135-46. 

ys that this conference ‘ 
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monometallism.’’ °° The words were 





a bugle eal] 
ions of the Democracy the break had come! 














Now that the eauntlet was thrown down, the silver Democrat: 





began LO push v igorously and openly the fieht for the contro] 





the party which had previously been a battle for silver. Bry 
answered the President’s letter in a challenge to the gold stan 


found ready response among the silver follower; 














he gold Democrats, too, began active measures. Secretary C 





Aha 





lisle opened the southern campaign with his speech on May 








before the ‘*Sound Money Convention’’ assembled at Nashvi 








Fennessee. Here he met the business men of that section ; 
eured their approval of the gold standard. He made ot! 
speeches before his return to Washington; the tour was plain! 


an effort to hold the South in line. As a loyal Democratic secti 
































it owed allegiance to Grover Cleveland because he still rem 














sented the genuine Democracy. The South was, in fact, one 
+] 





the chief battlefields of this pre convention conflict. Whiche 


faction of the party won this region would have a decided 











vantage in the coming convention; it might even mean victo! 
he opening of the campaign in the South on the part of t! 





old Demoerats 





provoked the silver forces to begin earnest 
section. Bryan spoke in Nashville on the evening f 














In thal \ foll 
ing Carlisle’s address; and in June a great non-partisan m 
ing in the interest of silver was held at the same place. I 











here that a definite organization was begun with the inte 

















eapturinge the Democratic convention in the following y 





he plan adopted was the same as that which had been use 


\ hy ] . TQQ 
Nebraska in 1594, 





Oo 





eold advoeates in the Democracy were busy through 








,1n an endeavor to counteract the efforts of the s 








ver wing of the party. Early in April, Congressman Thomas ' 








( of \Lississip] i wrote to Daniel Lamont: ‘‘A little f1 
siiver book ealled ‘Coin’s Financial School’ is being sold 





every railroad train by the newsboys and at every cigar sto1 
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tter, ‘fIt convinced many doubting ones t 
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significant to the ‘‘sound money’’ followers, he added, 
‘read by almost everybody.”’ ** Efforts were made to 

the entire South through a central committee in Ala- 
little was aeccomplished.* The tide was running 

| favor of free silver in that section, and the gold men 
mewhat handicapped by lack of newspapers to sponsor 
ause. Even New York was canvassed in an effort to secure 
which to purchase presses to print gold-standard 


tuation was a discouraging one for the Cleveland fol- 
On July 12, David R. Francis of St. Louis reported, 
silver eraze is still predominant in Missouri’’; a month 
izen of Mississippi compared the excitement and pas- 
ere with those of the secession days.*® The President 
Dickinson, ‘‘If there was a penitentiary devoted to the 
tion of those who commit crimes against the Demo- 
irtv, how easily it could be filled just at this time.’’ 
er men certainly had the advantage in this first year of 
By the middle‘oft June, Indiana and Illinois had been 
|, and effective work had been done in Ohio. The South 
aroused. Friends of Bryan were suggesting to him 
he logical nominee of the party. 
igh the spring months of 1896 the gold Democrats did 
could to regain the ground which they had lost in the 
s year. In March a determined effort was made to hold 
West; activities were centered in Chicago with the 
ining, if possible, the states of Ilhnois, Indiana, Ohio, 
aps Missouri. Secretary Carlisle, on April 16, again 
the active campaign with his sound money address be 
workingemen of Chicago, which Champ Clark has ealled 
best single Gold Standard speech ever delivered since the 
began.’’ The speech undoubtedly had a great deal of 


he eity in which it was delivered, but its arguments 


Lamont, April 6, 1895, Lamont MSS. 
niel Lamont, March 13 } 
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could not appeal to the farmers down state. Kenesaw M. L 


wrote of this elass in Indiana and Illinois at the time: ‘§; 


people may tell you this silver matter out here is not seri 
business when the god’s truth is the Democratic peat in 
diana & Illinois is wildly insane on this ee 

Karly in the year the President wrote, ‘‘I have never been s 
depressed as now in my view oft the affairs of my country a 
my party’’; his only hope was that the South might yet see { 
error of its ways before July. According to a letter from Cah 
Tomkins of Mareh 24, = situation in Illinois was ‘‘ exceeding 
complicated,’’? and W. D. Bynum was greatly discouraged wit 
the outlook in Indiana. . the last of May, Dickinson confess 
to Judge Tree of Illinois: ‘‘There is a very great danger 
that the cohorts of populism and the champions of national dis 
honor and repudiation, will capture the organization of t! 
party to which you and I belong.’’ ** The gold men were { 


re 


{) 
i | 


to meet this discouraging situation with an empty treas 
despite the donations of John R. Walsh and other well-t 
friends of sound money in Chicago, the campaign was hampered 


in that section by lack of funds.* 


il 


The little army of gold workers was courageous, but hop 
rapidly waned. On June 10, Cleveland wrote Dickinson, ‘‘I | 
lieve | am by nature an undismayed and persistent fighter and 
do not believe in giving an inch until we are obliged to; and 5 
it is hard to eall on friends to maintain a struggle which see 
so hopeless.’’ There was no longer a hope of victory, but 
President resolutely declared: ‘‘There is but one chance 
future Democratie suecess — a perfectly and unequivocal sot 
money platform at Chicago. If this means the loss of vot 
present defeat, or even a party division, the seed will be sav 
from which I believe Democratic suecess will grow in the 

‘9 > 
) 


ture.’’** By the first of June the determination to bolt the co 


. +5 ° 
VeOULION j 


silver won at Chicago had made its appearance 
The half-year which preceded the Democratic national ¢ 


to Lamont, May 23, 1896, Lamont 
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ck of funds, as does also the unpublished diary of Charles 8. Hamlin. 


Cleveland to Dickinson, June 10, 1896, Cleveland MSS.; McElroy, 07 
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as heartening to the silver Democrats. In this wing 
determination to bolt if its policies were not adopted at 
rained strength as the convention neared.’ The silver 
had been very successful in their organization, and 
parently had more money, time, and energy than did the 
ees. The pre-convention machine which Bryan had 
was very effective; it is doubtful whether it has ever 
passed in national politics. A study of his papers re- 
fact that he wrote every state chairman before each 
nvention, and afterwards requested the names and ad- 
f every delegate to the national convention. To these 
iirmen he sent a copy of the platform of the Nebraska 
cy, asking that it be adopted in their state meetings. 
ilver delegate knew before he started to Chicago exactly 
eround he stood; his mind was bent on only one thing — 
coinage of silver ‘‘without waiting for the aid or con- 
iny other nation on earth.’’ ** Bryan, with many others, 
isonably certain several months before the convention 
er would win. With the increased hopes of the silver fol- 
ame also a greater demand for Bryan as the banner man 
party; his immense correspondence and incessant labor 
doubtedly done a great deal to sponsor this call which 
ot only from the silver Democracy, but from the other sil- 
ups as well.*® 
e month of June came the Republican national econven- 
St. Louis; the members of that convention were not un- 
us of impending developments in the Democratic party. 
was there urging his friends to bolt if the expected gold 
vas Inserted in the platform.*® It must have been with a 
“joy that he watched Senator Teller — ‘‘the abscond- 


ter of Marion Butler of South Carolina, January 8, 1896, and of Edwin 


etary of the National Bimetallie Union, January 16, 1896, Bryan MSS. 


er 


delegates were even supplied with briefs in the cases where contests 
ppear. Bryan MSS. 

part ¢ f Bryan ’s success in buildin; ip ¢ 0) lable silver army 

ility to convince reformers of every ty] that free silver 


the pro} bitionists of tl spout ga hered 


rs of William Jennings Bryan. by 


1925), 99-100 
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ine’ Lellel followed DV iis silver assoelates, maren 





ever out of the councils of the Republican party. The press 





Omaha World-Herald * was soon setting up type for \ 


I> 


ne the keynote of the Democratic platform: ‘‘We 








rably opposed to the single gold standard and demand | 
ree and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the present leg 


o of 16 to 1, without waiting for the aid or consent of 










er nation on earth.’’ The break in the Republican pa 
‘ought greater hopes to the silver Democrats.** And so, th 


after the 4th of July, the silver forces, jubilant and e 


] 


oved on to Chieago to do battle for ‘the money of the « 





less to recount the events of the Democratic nati 







nvention. The results are familiar to all. One gold member 
meeting recorded in his diary at the time: ‘‘The delegat 


vere monomaniaes.’’ A few days later he again confided to 1 


he platform had been annow 


ul 


book: hes Left Chicago. 





and there was nothing more to be done - no respectable 1 
eould afford to remain.’’ 










It is not strange that Bryan was nominated; in fact, the pol 


eal machine was so developed that he could seareely have 
eaped unless he had refused in favor of someone else whom 
hought could more nearly carry all the various silver factio1 
ut with his selection the direst fears of the gold Democrat 
were realized. ‘‘The platform and the nominees are both wors 


an ever my fears conjectured,’’ wrote Josiah Patterson to t 


President, and these words expressed the feelings of ma 








the defeated gold men.*® The news from Chicago was so uw 








hington Post cartoonist. 
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this paper at the convention. 





1 








records in his Memoirs, 100, ‘The convention turned out as 


ked-for bolt took place. I felt sure that the action of this « 














examination 


s well as a great deal of other source material. The evider 









Chicago is 





ll the poy st and other elements but will drive out 







democrats. It was a matter of stampede, not reas 





Curtis M‘ 


ad rt 
judgment. 
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Democratic chief, now off at his summer home at 


Bay. refused to see one of the returning officials, with 


94 


‘Haven’t we heard enough from the convention?’ 

who had fought under the banner of the Democratic 

ughout their entire political careers and who now sup 
the gold standard were in a quandry; party honor de- 
support their political organization, but they 

is obligation by a denial of the fact that Bryan and 


ers represented the Democracy.** ‘‘They may hold the 
it it is a changed, different and new party,’’ declared Rk. 
| Rhett in an address to the Democrats of Alabama, 
27, 1896. Men who had been prominent in the councils 
ition could not remain entirely without political afhlia- 
| they could certainly not join the enemy whom they had 
ting for many vears. The only alternative was to use 
i which the silver men had planned to use if they lost 
party. Many, however, preferred to remain in the 
ion and suffer its ills. ‘‘I am still a Democrat, very 
iid David B. Hill, when asked regarding his position.* 
ecision of the gold Democrats to bolt was not made en 
‘ter the convention. The possibility of this action had 
ssed before the meeting,®® and with its actual accom 
nt the members of the administration, particularly Cleve 
ssed out of active control of the gold wing of the party. 
sident, who had been severely eriticised by the national 
n, felt that there was nothing which he could do to aid 
at the time, and he counselled silence until some 


plans could be made.*t New leaders, however, began im 
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mediately to make preparations for an independent campaig 
N ] 

















} ] 
Lhh 


mbling at Chicago. This unofficial group of gold follow 


ny &> 











issued a eall for a meeting of the national committeemen of + 





old Democrats to be held at Indianapolis. The committeen 





had not then been appointed, and much time and energy 











the Louisville Courier Journal was assigned the task of ol] 


his) 
WLa 








ing delegates from the southern states. On August 7, at a ¢ 








41 


the exception of Mississippi was represented. ‘‘It was by 1 








means an easy task, for the free silver heresy had thorough 
permeated the South,’’ wrote Haldeman to Henry Watterso: 














vention should be held at Indianapolis on September 2. T 
was a wise decision as to loeation, as was also the selection 








Louisville as the place of notification, because these cities | 














South and that between the East and the West.®? On August 2 
Haldeman again wrote Watterson: ‘‘We have done much har 
and, I am glad to say, effective work, and the promise now is | 











A 








a great convention of first class men, the delegates representi 
every State and Territory in the American Union, excepti 
possibly three of the rotten boroughs of the West.’’ ** 

The difficulties facing the gold Democrats in forming a 
party were monumental. They could certainly not earn 

















South, for there Democracy was traditional, and that sect 
now owed allegiance to Bryan; the united party had only a} 
times won the North; and all knew that to look to the West 
any support was a hopeless aspiration. There were signs 




















eakness even in the little group which had so valiantly foug 
or sound money against the ever-increasing odds. One ol 








Nn? 


cabinet members Hoke Smith — resigned his post becaus 
‘Democratic regularity’? in the South.” There were only 


























Haldeman to Watterson, August 22, 1896, Watterson MSS. 
Mint polis also bid f 





r the convention, but it lay too far in the lar 










Cleveland was greatly pe 


if Postmaster-Genera 





Seven days after the regular convention a committee was a; 


to be spent before they could be secured. W. B. Haldeman | 


ference of national committeemen, every southern state wit 


the two borderlands: the borderland between the North and t! 





This conference of August 7 agreed that the nominating con 
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ield the gold Democrats on their course the de 


‘ve the seeds of Democracy for the future and the 


ming ambition to defeat ‘‘ Bryanism.”’ 
stion of who should lead the party was a serious one. 
fin Carlisle was perhaps the logical man, but, because 
hesitancy of Cleveland, he was somewhat handicapped 
he had been before the regular convention. The Presi- 
still uncertain as to his moral obligation to his party 
country; he felt that duty might impose the obligation 
being a candidate. Cleveland was undoubtedly tired of 
deney, but indications point toward the fact that he was 
to run again if it was deemed necessary.®* William F. 
Wisconsin was among those suggested, as was also Gen- 
ce of that state; for a time it seemed that Henry Wat 
ieht be summoned from one of his oft-ocecurring Euro 


it he and Carlisle had talked the matter over and had come to the 


use of the fact ‘‘that the Administration is without organized 


i 

resent; has but a few months to continue, and that Mr. Smith’s 

» reasons, just now, would make some stir in the country, and 
‘ 


the position of a ‘persecuted’ man, for party’s sake, and throw 


a hearty liking for a brother official, I conclude that it is better 
us, than to have him leave the Cabinet.’’ Cleveland MSS. 


I 


» convention at Indianapolis read: ‘‘The Democratic party will 


be preserved by the voluntary action of sueh of 


lhere to its fundamental principles.’’ General Palmer told the 
to us to ereate the nucleus around which the true Democrats 
to preserve a place for our erring brothers, if 
nd God forgives them for their tr: 
th open arms! Come 
Bynum MSS 


the Republiear 
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pean trips to take up the banner of the gold Demoerats."* A, 
ability prevailed, however, and General John M. Palmer 
Illinois, and General Simon Bolivar Buckner of Kentucky, ; 
spectively Unionist and Confederate, western and southern |} 
der-state representatives, were chosen to lead the party. ‘) 
followers of sound money were pleased beeause they ha 
launched a party to fight the heresy which had arisen in { 
ranks of the Democracy.’ The ‘‘real’’?’ Democracy had unfurl 
its banner under which it would fight the ‘‘black flag of pirac 
which the hosts of Nebraska had raised at Chicago. Sound mor 
Democrats were glad to hear the group gathered at Louisvi 
say, ‘‘We are the Democrats and they are the bolters.’’ \ 
come too were the words: ‘‘{[OQur Democracy] was not breat! 
first across the plains of Nebraska. It speaks to-night from 1 
tomb at Monticello, and the grave at the Hermitage.’’' 

The political situation at the beginning of the campaig 
1896 was a peculiar one. Hach contending group found emb 
rassment in its own status. Regardless of the outcome, the sily 
Democrats could scarcely hope to conduct more than one ¢a 
paign; the composition of the party was too diverse and its J 
binding forees too volatile. The gold Democrats had offend 


too Many people in following the biblical admonition, ‘Ii 
right hand offend thee, cut it off’’; they had no greater futw 


rson MSS. Haldeman was in constant communication with him in reg 
tter until the question was settled. 
Cleveland wrote Vilas, ‘‘I feel grateful to those who have relieved 
sphere with such a delicious infusion of fresh air. Every 
the platform ought to thank God that the glorious principles of 
found defenders who will not permit them to be polluted by 
is.?’ Cleveland MSS. Carlisle wired the chairman of the notification met 
id to take my stand with the old fashioned Democrats who have 1 


their honest convictions in order to form unnatural alliances with ] 


social organizations whose purposes are dangerous to the country and ¥ 
with the fundamental principles of our party.’’ Typed ‘‘ Proce 
I 1 MSS. 
ident Cleveland still hesitated to enter openly the gold ranks after t 
On September 5, he wrote Vilas, ‘f You know I have six months n 
g 1 time all I can do of publie duty must be done in cooy 
er branch whom perhaps I ought not to further irritate. It1 
smuch as one element in the stock in trade of the react 
sition to the administration, I might aid them by entering t 
g pon which this opposition is based.’’ Cleveland Ms 
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this year to heal. The Republicans, leaderless and un 
r the only issue which the people would hear, were com- 
) put away their theory of the protective tariff and take 
ight for sound money; Mark Hanna’s ‘‘prosperity’’ was 
to be desired, but few felt that the tariff was involved 
question now. The standard of value was the only issue 
and the gold standard dress suited ‘‘the Majah’’ 
ss satisfactorily than the high tariff clothes of the ‘‘ad 
ent of prosperity.”’ 
difficulties, however, did not prevent a vigorous cam- 
\fter a short visit to the recently widowed Mrs. Lyman 
of Chicago, Bryan began on the part of the silver 
rs one of the most remarkable campaigns in American 
ory. That of 1840 was somewhat similar in the facet 
emotiors of the people were played upon, but Harrison 
lome in his country mansion while his advocates pro- 
his ‘flog eabin’’ doctrine. Bryan, on the contrary, was 
éminent leader of his party’s fight. His followers were 
by his ‘‘erossing and reecrossing a continent fulfilling 
} ich vigor [ his] mission to the masses of heterogenous 
He did not, however, cross and recross the conti 
planned his journeys with a great deal of political 
The conflict was won in the Ohio and upper- Mississippi 
; here the gold Democrats and the Republicans united in 
erate effort to overcome the silver following. Bryan, too, 
zed the strategic importance of this section. Of the 249 
stops which he made in the campaign, 160 were in the 
states of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Iowa, Wisconsin, Mich- 
Kentucky, and West Virginia; two-thirds of these 160 
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Michigan.” 
eold Democrats or, more formally, the National Demo- 
were late getting their candidate forward, but that fact 
tle to do with the active campaign. The individual efforts 
had characterized the fight for the gold standard before 
nvention continued with redoubled effort after the nomina 
{ Bryan. Sound money organizations in the larger cities 


d forward the movement without regard to political afhlia- 





MeBoyle to Bryan, LaSalle, Illinois, October 2 


l, ~ 


ps of Bryan’s stops in The First Battle, 385, 601. 


3, 1896, Brvan MSS. 
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tions. Banking houses and financial institutions published art 
cles written by the advocates of the gold standard, enclosed the 
in advertising jackets, and spread them over the various states 


to whoever would take and read them.®* Press material was fy, 


Al 


nished in lavish quantities to newspapers all over the countr 


The treasury department — and the state department joined 
mn did what it could to aid in the fight. Clerks were set { 


work gathering information from which campaign speakers 
drew their arguments.” Secretary Carlisle, when he could get 
away trom his office, made eampaign speeches, as did also the 
assistant secretaries. He wrote to Colonel Lamont, ‘‘It is pei 
fectly evident that we cannot be silent during this fierce can 
paign, and there is no reason why we should not speak out plai: 
ly at once. Delay has the appearance of indecision and ind 
cision hurts the cause.’’ 

The seeretary of the treasury, however, had little time 
spend speaking for the gold standard; few have yet realized th 
difficulties which faced the treasury department in the summer 
and fall months of 1896. In January of that year the seecreta 
had floated by popular subscription a hundred million dolla: 
loan; the amount was largely oversubscribed, and many felt that 
the monetary difficulty was over. This was far from the truth 
The situation was critical; the gold reserve would certainly be 
exhausted long before election day if preventive measures wert 
not taken, but a bond sale would give the silver followers a great 
advantage, and it might even turn the tide of victory in thei 
favor. Seeretary Carlisle was fully aware of this situation; as 
early as July 16, he wrote the President: ‘‘Mr. Curtis left fo1 

Emory McClintock of the Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York w 

Secretary Lamont: ‘‘I enclose with some hesitation, the ten thousandth pa] 

y written on the money question. Every one has been at it, openly or se 
Lamont MSS 
+This department was particularly active in gathering through its agents 


} 


ng the conditions in the silver standard countries. The Olney papers s 
f this was being done in the pre-convention campaign. 
On July 28, Assistant Secretary Curtis wrote his mother, ‘‘ Everything 1s 


nd we are working up our pamphlets ete. which we have prep 


200 questions which come in daily’’: three days later he wrote, ‘* W 
g a circular in answer to some thousands of letters asking us for int 


t silver, ete.’’ Curtis MSS. 


to Lamont, September 11, 1896, Lamont MSS. 
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rk.... I told him that if he met any of the financial peo- 
ught to impress upon them the great importance of pre- 
. condition that would necessitate a bond issue or even 
an agitation of that subject ... our friends ought to help 
ecessary, to the full extent of their means.... The little 
they might sustain in helping us now would be nothing in 
rison to the ruin that would follow the election of the 
o ticket.’’ * 
secretary recalled the fact that in the summer of 1899 
and Belmont, takers of the much criticised syndicate 
had by individual effort prevented the drain of gold from 
sury; he now turned to the banking associations of New 
d other cities for similar assistance. This was the only 
which might provide the two requisites of silence and 
veness. The banks agreed to help, but effective aid was 
| largely to New York City, and the bankers there came to 
ite the situation in this emergency. ‘‘The New York peo- 
ve come up well,’’ wrote Assistant Secretary Curtis to his 
r on July 23, ‘‘and we see the curious spectacle of the 
finanees being controlled by a committee, of which J. P. 
is Chairman, and the majority of whom are Hebrews, 
the Secretary of the Treasury sits, practically powerless 


s omee, 


Had this situation been known, it would have 
ht much additional criticism from the silver followers. 
old reserve was maintained only by the most strenuous 
ts on the part of the financial men of the Kast. 

candidates named by the gold Democrats contributed 
to the campaign. Neither of the men selected gave any 
veight to the cause, though the two old generals charged 
ill their might. Landis wrote Colonel Lamont on Septem- 
‘You would laugh yourself sick could you see old Palmer. 
s actually gotten it into his head he is running for office.’’ © 
reatest hope of the National Democrats — significant name 
hose! — was to draw sufficient votes from Bryan in some 
' border states to throw the electoral vote to McKinley.” 
nd MSS. 


s MSS. 
MSS. 


rd ticket will poll 40,000 Democratic votes in Kentucky, which will give 
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The impending danger of the silver campaign, in fact, forced { 
eold Democrats and the Republicans closer together as the « 
flict progressed. Never before, perhaps, had so fine an 0; p 
tunity to criticise the opposing administration been compel] 
to go unnoticed; four years crammed full of good campaign m 
terial was of little use. The Republicans could not attack { 
eold Democrats, for they themselves were but proposing to t: 
up the financial fight which Cleveland and Carlisle had be 
earrying on for four years. Certainly Bryan and his follow 
were not responsible for anything which the administration lh; 
done! The sonorous voice of Tom Reed which had for th 
years been telling of the evils of the ‘‘Democratie panic’’ 
stilled; few of this party, which had barely eseaped the ills 
had come, dared eriticise. 

liven though they were at heart still enemies, the two parties 
were forced to praise each other. The Republicans were ¢ 
pelled to regard ‘‘Bryanism’’ as a heresy, and with the abser 





of an opposing party to eriticise, they turned to a patriotic 
peal the Union was again in danger, and the Republica 
party must save it from its enemies. It was something 0! 






‘bloody shirt’? campaign with all evidence of Democratic g 
washed away. The teelings of many National Democrats in 1 
ciprocating were well expressed by James W. Bradley whe 


wrote the President on October 29: ‘‘In what an unfortw 






position the Chicago Convention has placed honest, constit 
tional democrats. To save the country from rw we are col 
pelled to give aid and support to the party that sowed the see 


of, and made that ruin possible!’’” 










lhe last few days of the campaign were anxious ones both 1 
e gold Democrats and for the Republicans. The silver 2 


‘daily growing more excited as the tide turned against 1 


aA 







the last few weeks; their aroused emotions found express 


standard meetines. On October 23, Joln 








1 


to MeKinlev,’’ wrote Haldeman to Henry Watterson on Aug 









surg, Missouri, Palmer is said to have told his : 








Democrats, I will not consider it any very great 


your ballots for William McKinley, alt 


P mer al 1 Buck I si ie ago Tribune, Ni 
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) 


leader whom no political opponent had ever accused 
partisanship, was grossly insulted while making a 
his home city of Covineton, Kentucky. Rotten egos, 
bricks, cigar stubs, and other missiles were thrown at 
town in which seareely ten years before, his carriage 
drawn through the streets by hand.’ Assistant Secre 
who was then speaking in Massachusetts, noted in 

1 October 24, ‘Silver men tried to break up meeting,’ 
week later, ‘‘Some trouble with the silverites.’’ On 


1, Palmer and Buckner were met by a crowd in Paris, 
which hooted, jeered, and cried: ‘‘Look at the Me 
\id Society.’ 


5 


These demonstrations of passion were 
te, and were probably ereatly regretted by Bryan. The 
Carlisle most assuredly lost the silver party votes in 
, easily accounting for the 281 ballots by which Bryan 
ited in that state. 


etary situation grew more critical on the eve of the 


On Oetober 30, at New York alone, over a million dol 


treasury’s gold was drawn out in exchange for legal 
On that day, Jordan of the New York sub-treasury 


irtis at Washington, ‘‘The banks are hard up for cur 


nd may need more tomorrow and Monday, but I think 
come from Morgan.’’™* Interest 


rates on call money 
as 127 per cent; many people rushed to the treasury 
for their legal tenders, or to brokers to buy foreign 
Large quantities of gold were hidden away to pro 
st the threatened danger of Bryan’s election, and to 
measure the losses which would be ineident to such 


te on election day had two striking results: searcely hi 


| a | i 
] . ,° l, 1 ] ] Pb 7 
been counted before the peopie Who had earried away 
ondemned the silver pa ticipants. Ge rg © ] Vv 
en... a statesman distinguished alike f vy ot I 
publicly insulted and threatened ! t rt 
for the Presidency of the United States, the need f I 
} I> + 
dmonitions given in your | Princes S 
I MSS. mer so OU) k a oe 1] a 
ine, October 31, 1896, 
I ( rat C7] N 7 
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vold from the treasury were back wanting to change j 
lar 








T 








B' 
nresideney in 1900. 


(he emotions which were provoked by the results of the 

















perhaps, has ever marked the termination of a campaign. 1 














followers of that metal. They ascribed their defeat to two 


4 
y* 


























1 th 








them from understanding the opportunity which was within t! 





rrasp.’° To many of these common people the results were tr 








the economie principles involved, but they had felt the e 
ional eall of the Bryan campaign. The Republicans gratuiton 








praised the gold Democrats for the victory which had come, 





+ 


party. 








The campaign was certainly a thorough one; perhaps at 


tin } 














il 





| Ae 


of 1896 was a remarkable one whether we measure it 











e magnitude of the issues involved or by the depth of int 











T} 


he outeome. The gold men were fighting against an event \ 
th 








1 
‘ 


ey feared, the dangers of which could not be exactly kn 
They sincerely believed that the suecess of the silver fo: 
would mean calamity and complete destruction of the only st 























Letters in the Bryan correspondence show the 


bitterness of the silver f 





who had not had the intelligence to grasp the opportunity 












































was not ignorance on the part of the people, but their inal 
‘tations of the wealthy. ‘‘I take off my hat to Mr. Hanna 
gn of Edveation,’ and at the same time I divest myself of every 
[ may hitherto have entertained for ‘the masses.’ Laboring men 
ns, as purchasable as Street walkers,’’ wrote Frank O. Howe to Bryan o1 N 
1896, Bryan MSS. Letters on this subject are of a great number, but 1 



















ress regret and not contempt at the fact that the people fa 





ich requests. 


ic; women and children shared in the grief. They had no id 


1G 





leval tenders, while at the same time numberless small eroy 
over America were nominating William Jennings Bryan for | 
ion were varied; no greater relief or keener disappointment 

lure of the silver cause was certainly a grievous blow to + 


tors: the corrupt practices on the part of the gold advocat 
he ignorance of the common people which had prevent 


y 
h 


vere repaid by insistent demands for office by members of 1] 


ie has a greater percentage of the population of the count: 
been so completely interested. Bryan has said of it, ‘‘The ea 


est aroused.’’ * The two groups were intensely concerned wit 
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{ value. They desired to protect not only their own 
ut also the property of the deluded brother from him- 
e other hand, the silver men were laboring equally as 
1 ‘*the eause of humanity’’; theirs was a great 
inst the ‘‘gold barons’’ of Europe and America. In 
however, the contest was not a satistactory one 
the silver votes, were cast especially in the Hast, not 
e voters understood the principles of free silver, but 
ey held the theory that ‘*thines could be no worse.’’ 


lso that many gold votes were cast not because the 


eived what gains could be secured from a gold stand- 


they had been led to beheve that the 

were dishonest. And too, large amounts of 

spent bv the oold advoeate. The R ‘publican Caln- 

st was swollen by donations from life insurance com- 

nkers, and others of the Wall Street group. Even the 

ocrats were able to share somewhat in these lavish 
could not draw such generous sums as did the R 

however, and they were often in need of funds. his 
ade up in part by donations from the Republicans.’ 

una himself supplied some of the cash which carried on 


ner-Buekner ticket.® 


ficult to say just what part the gold Democrats played 


mitest over the money standard; thev were responsible 
: : I 


¢ Kentucky to the Republican column, they had some 
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in the Middle West, and they were undoubtedly a fae 
in holding the South on its conservative lines. In the latter ¢ 








tion Bryan failed to win the Cleveland vote of 1892 in Alaba 
Georgia, Louisiana, and Virginia — and if the Populist vot 


counted as silver, in Florida and North Carolina in additioy 
His increase over Cleveland’s vote was only 84,000, while 
Kinley drew some 285,000 more ballots than his predecessor, 
is perfectly evident that there were in the South many peo 
who believed in free coinage, but the thing which in the ma 
euided the hand of the Southerner in marking his ball 
November third was ‘‘Democratic regularity’? — and this 
considerably shaken. 


The victory which was won by the gold advocates was 












sufficient to quiet the fears in the hearts of those who had s 
sored that metal.**? The cartoonist who depicted the defeat 
Bryan in the words, ‘‘It may be Fo(u)r Years and it may 
orever,’’ caught what was in the minds of the victors. 1 
fear led to a continuation of the fawning tolerance which 
rold Democrats and the Republicans had shown each other 


the campaign. Richard Watson Gilder is authority for 
statement that when Cleveland and McKinley parted at the 
ter’s inauguration, the former said to the new President, 


beg you to remember that the time may come again when it ¥ 
be necessary for another union of the forces which support 


honest money; and for this reason I ask you to use your ini! 






ence against any such executive action as would prevent su 
a union.’’** MeKinley replied that he had remembered that 
the make-up of his cabinet; and, indeed, Lyman J. Gage, a g 






standard Democrat of Chicago, was appointed secretary o! 


treasury. 






















If the S 1 been permeated with the doctrine of free silver, Bryan s 
rge part of the 20 per cent increase of the vote in that sectio1 
for the various sections was as follows: New England, 01 per cent; 
Central, 19 per cent; South, 20 per cent; and West, 21 per cent. 
The gold advocates fully expected the issue to reappear in 1900. Bynum ¥ 
wate! ttt lvoeates of free silver seem inelined to hold to the issue, and may f 






next contest with the same result as the one that has just 


















e Cleveland MSS. His articles in the 
lministration were later based upon this. Century (lvev 
\ 8, pp. 4835-503, 687-705, 846-60; Vol. 79, pp. 24-31. 











rged that this bargain had been agreed to during the 
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tion day, 1896, by no means ended the difficulties which 
to the Democracy. The wounds of the period remained 

d for many years, and the hatreds engendered ended 
th the death of the individuals involved. Cleveland and 
deserted by the people — had the empty consolation 

eir ideals had won, but the remaining years of their ex- 
“°° Cleveland retired to Princeton 
mong his books at Westland while he grumbled at the 
rings of his one-time party; Carlisle went to New York 
ige in a none too lucrative law practice. Other members 


ere none too pleasant 


9 


returned to their 
sions, some to join the Bryan Democracy in less than four 


administration ‘‘less steeped in guilt’ 


two Democratic parties continued their labors after the 
Kducational work was pushed forward by the gold 
rats with greater energy than ever in anticipation of the 
‘onfliets which the members of the party were sure would 
William D. Bynum, chairman of the executive committee, 
d at his office in Indianapolis and made every effort 
to extend his political machinery into every state. On 
ber 18, he wrote to Robert West, ‘‘We shall, not for a 
moment, cease to carry on our campaign, or fail to per- 
d extend the influence of our organization,’’ and on the 
day, he said in a letter to George M. Davey of Louisville, 
ky, ‘‘I fully agree with you that the impression should 
illowed to prevail that our work is completed and that 
re ready to lay down our arms and surrender the leadership 
Democratic party to the hands of those who controlled the 
ro Convention.’’ ** The headquarters of the organization 


denied the assertion. Bynum MSS. He wrote to W. W. Baldwin, 
of this duty faid in currency reform] may bring some of our 
ent Democrats in elose proximity with the Republican administration, 


think that the intimate relations which may take place, should be 
nsure, or even of eriticism.’’ 


days before his retirement, the President wrote to A. B. Farquar, who 


in article in his defense: ‘‘In a few hours I will cease to be President. 
seem to have deserted me, and I would advise you to withold this publi- 
Any def 


ense of me will only hurt you, and since I have done my duty as I 
I need no defense.’’ MeElroy, op. cit., II, 25 


C > } 1 ..¢ + . x . + +} ] : } 
T Books: letters of this nature were sen t e leaders in 





























aimeuities in 1 




































































































































































ventually moved to New York City, but its work bees 
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and less important as dissension arose, and as the 


+ 


Democratic 


es ; ; 
1%. Party dissensi 


m arose, and it 


tained the two groups dwindled in the face 
nents which dwarfed this once great rallying poi 
organization under Bryan was not with 
ars immediately sueceeding the eleet 


ixed the energies of 


ampaigner to hold the dissimilar groups together.’ 


Nie eCHnHAnGW?A 
MG CHATS CS 


ver’’ lost its power a 


cal talisman, and many people deserted the party. 


,* 
iy 


ted to their return. Senator Jones, however, opposed | 


; probably t 
by W. M. Disher, at the time 
t ‘*the ave 


da full belly.” 


yt 


ive workineman cannot, or will not, t 


uthtully though not d 


wrote in a let 


These losses were in part made up 


dition of gold Democrats, even though Bryan aggress! 


cism, and he wrote Bryan on April 26, 1900, ‘‘ If me 


] 
. 4 
] 


1 1 
rhnelr NatS arvrounad 


fam] willing 


»-a1IMCULTY Wi 


ll. and do thine's of that 


they should do it.... 


to stand up in the front row ni 


} ¢ 


99 R29 


s that each of the Demoeratie groups exp: 


nembers of the other wing to see the error of their way 


1 to the fold. 


party was 


ince 7 and 
ld landmarks,”’ 


believed that 


TO have heen 


1+ 


cad pre 
ish anything again 
‘aith, diligently 
while ponderous Ollie M. James of K 


S Crueimmxion atte 


V as Grover 


Indomitable Grover Cleveland was sur 


‘Judas [seariot would have had as 
| the hill of Calvary aft 
to reorganize the believe! 


in Carlisle or Don Dick 
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have to rush forth to reorganize the party they 


aign of 1900 supphed the first real test of the course 
‘two Democratic parties expected to take toward each 
spite of the evidence of its declining popularity, 
reed the silver plank into the 1900 platform.** Cleve- 
lisle, and Bynum were among the irreconcilables, but 
Olney, W. B. Haldeman, and many others who had 


the eause of the gold standard joined the Bryan for- 


ist Belmont, one of the men who had ‘‘choked’’ the 
nt and the people in the bond issues, was now promis 
ousand not unwelcome dollars to the campaign fund.® 
irnegie and others of the Wall Street group joined the 
ks. Bryan lost the election; his papers and the vote 
show that he lost, in addition, a part of his hol 
le common people. 
Parker, in 1904, promised momentarily to lift the 


$9 


from the mire of wilful defeat,’’ but even this 
[It was only in 1912 that something of a unity 
A tew day s after the election of that year, Wood 
son, President-elect, wrote to Bryan: ‘‘We have won a 
‘tory, and it is now our privilege to show that we can 
it. It is dehehttul to see the new forees of the party 
nd their union should now bring fruit of the richest 
‘union did indeed bring forth fruit as was predicted 
irmony which was attained did not outlast the Presi 
vears at the White House. 
few people remember little more about these trving 
years than the glamour which surrounded the conflict. 


30, 1901, Bryan MSS. 


it in 1904 will be w 
f William Randolph Hearst to Bry 
April 26, 1900, Bryan MSS 


, November 9, 1912, Bryan MSS 
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lemands of the ‘‘radicals’’ of those days, which have | 
come law, have also become commonplace, and the propos 
measures that never became law have been forgotten. The & 
Standard Act of 1900 remains a little known statute; the last 
dollars were coined in 1904; and the phrase ‘¢ 
reserve’? which was once so potent is now recognized onl; 


who are particular students of government finance. T 


1 oa : 
tne slivel 


those 


rreat leaders ot the struggle have passed away, and with the 
the bitterness of the conflict. It seems now a ration; 


Ai 


YORne 


ement to say that the condition of the Westerner, in thes 


ears, was worse than is commonly believed, and that the acti: 


of the EHasterner were prompted by far less selfish motives th 


those with which he is eredited. 





YQ) 


\ 
\ 
\ 


ae 


i: 


\ 


’s gate the preceding evening. 
sh army was to land in West Florida, march to the Chero 


nt 


lies, the Indians’ 


? 





DOCUMENTS 


peNCE OF Henry Sruart AND ALEXANDER CAMERON 
WITH THE WATAUGANS 


KMpirep BY PHitie M. Hamer 
s Virginia Gaze tte, June fe 1776, there Was printed 
rted to be a letter from Henry Stuart * to the inhabi 
region that is now the northeastern part of Ten 
ith it was printed the affidavit of Nathaniel Read, 
fore John Carter at Watauga, May 19, that this was 
of a letter that a stranger had delivered at Charles 
o, The letter stated that 


* and, with Creek, Chickasaw, and Cherokee war 
possession of the frontiers of Virginia and North 


ry 
i 


‘To the frontiersmen, however, it gave assurances 


as not the desire of the British king ‘‘to set his friends 


’ on his loyal subjects, and those, accord- 


o should acknowledge their allegiance to the king and 
irmv would secure protection for themselves and their 


\ 


y 


to the 


of this letter, with a request for aid, was sent to Wil- 


ton, chairman of the Committee of Safety of 
Virginia Con 


ineastle 
‘irginia.’ Copies were presented to the 
North Carolina Convention, and to 
otherwise to have been widely circulated. 


{ One’ress, 
They were 


l as confirmation of reports that the Cherokee, in the 


A 


of the British, were being incited to attack the frontie: 


ters of the American Revolution. Steps were taken by 
eount of Henry Stuart’s missi the C see ¢ D1 ff 
iy also be seen in David Rams The History } 
l I ton, 1785 Ee. { } Gow) . T} 1 
Charleston, 1853, reprinted King I | sset ) 147 
! S Vi im Preston, May 1776, D P 3, 4QQ 
17 {rch ¢ f I Ser S, Vi ] | C B 
( ental ¢ (Washing I 
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the Revolutionary authorities of North Carolina and Vire 
to detend the frontier settlers. 

Henry Stuart denounced the letter as a forgery. To 
brother, John Stuart, he reported in detail his efforts to rest) 








the Cherokee. He asserted that Isaac Thomas, an Indian trad 
who acted as his agent in conducting his correspondence 
the Wataugans, had declared on oath that a number of { 
habitants of that settlement had informed him that Jessy B 
reed a letter and that it was ‘‘given out that 1t was bri 





» the House of one Roberts[on] in the night by a man wra 






ip in a blanket who immediately rode off; that it was 
ntain information that 500 Creeks, 500 Choctaws, 500 C 
asaws and a Body of Troops from Pensacola with all the ¢ 
kee Nation were immediately to fall on the Frontiers of Vin 
nd North Carolina; that the letter was forwarded 
Carolina and Virginia in order to eneage their 


nst the Cherokees. 






GASSLS 





$9 





Henry Stuart gave copie 









correspondence with the Wataugans to his brother who 
copies to England. An attempt to locate the origi 
copies in the Draper Papers and in the Virginia State Libr 
s been unsuccessful. Copies of this correspondence, froi 
Library of Congress transcripts from the British Public Ri 
Office, are here printed. No attempt has been made to corr 


numerous inaccuracies in spelling and punctuation. 














HENRY STUART AND ALEXANDER CAMERON TO THE INHABITA) 





WATAUGA AND NON 





TOQUA ° in the Cherokee Nation 


1776 










the Inhabitants of Watauga 
& Nonatluchky & others settled 
his side the Boundary line 
lumanity and a sincere desire to preserve innocent and wr 
people from the great danger that seems to threaten 
tives for writing to you at this time. 
We have lately found a general discontent among the Indi 













Stuart to John St rt, August 25, 1776, Col ial Ree a es, 






nk of the Little Tennessee River in what is 
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Young people on account of the new Settlements 
he boundary line especially those of Watauga and 
‘e more immediately in their neighbourhood, ic] 

is might have proved fatal to many before 
ting we had some days ago with the principal Headmen from 
f the nation, we mentioned to them that we per 
mtent among their people on account of the new Settl 
romised that we would write to you to remove to a Country 
‘able to industrious White people and that we did not doubt 
in a favourable answere: in the meantime we begged 
’ 


¢ Fellows might be restrained from Committ 


Ing@® any acts 


? 


people should be inclinable to remove to West Florida 

that the Indians will not Molest them. We promise 
iv of them that are disposed to go that way and to live 
eable subjects, Certificates that will obtain immediate 
for them in a Climate and Situation m 

hite people than where you now live and wher 

the world by your industry. 

that your removing at this season of the 

a great deal of trouble and inconvenience, 


but trifling when compared to the danger t 


families and effects must be exposed from a Mereyless 


vy, 1£ you should think of remaining longer ot 
the Indians never will acknowledge your claim. 
‘an hope 1 be supported by Government ¢ 


+ 


They have now sent you a talk 


power shall be wanting 
ny injury We can have no 


Your behalf having any effeet should 


Your Humble Serv 


Signed 
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Day of May we received Yours by One M’ [Isaac] Thom 
hom you have sent as an Express to us informing that our Brother t 
Cherokees as we always looked upon them to be from the long Chain 
Friendship and their brotherly Love to us are a Mind to destroy 0 
nnocent Women and Children if possible and likewise ourselves y 
ave long since been in brotherly Love with them and always expect 
» be so until this unhappy Crisis has approached that is between 0 
Mother Country and America, that they should now want to wash tl 
hands of us is amazing when they have for a long Time been in P 
with us. We Gentlemen from '® the warning we have received from y 
is so laudable that it certainly must be handed down to Posterity afi 


we shall be no more. That you have been the material Instruments 


r Brothers not shedding innocent Blood, We shall now Gentlem 
nform you, by this Gentleman who sets his Name to this Letter; T} 
We want to live in Peace with the Cherokees our Brothers notwithstan 
ing any 


tumultuous Reports that may have been spread amongst tl 
that is in keeping and possessing their Land |[sic|their Right to it 
rely upon the Contract that was made with Our Brothers the Cherok 
if it is not binding we are willing to give it up, when we are lega 
called upon, whenever our Brothers will meet as Brothers 
Gentlemen as relative to our joining any Party in this great Contract 
between our Mother Country and America it may be clearly solved wit! 
which you and every Gentleman that is acquainted with the Laws 
Our Country must be satisfied that the Subjects must Obey Their + 
en, which We as Subjects sincerely determine to do, as Our Brot! 
Cherokees has given us such short Warning to leave this Place wh 
entlemen must be certain it is impossible for us to perform, th 
hope you Gentlemen who is endowed with Humanity and t! 


ill give us a longer Respite because should they proceed ag 


YY 


ne they have limited they may murder the Innocent wl 
sincerely joined them which they by a longer Delay may find 


in Readiness either to be as Neuter or agreeable to t! 
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refore We pray that they will let us know by some Express 
after you receive this where we shall make an Asylum for 
us at least,) are determined to support His Majesty’s 


rity, this the Majority desire me to relate to you. 


am Yours 
(Signed. John Carter. 


xpress that you send 
inimously agree to Pay) 


Copy of a Letter from John Carter In the Name of the 
Watagau. [sic] to Mess" Henry Stuart & Alex’ Cameron Esqrs 
76. In Sir W™ Howe’s (N°. 43) of 17 Jan’. 1777. (6) ? 


‘4 


ART AND ALEXANDER CAMERON TO JOHN CARTER 
Toqua 23 May 1776 
ipprehend the dispute between Great Brittain and the 
influences the Indians in the least in their behaviour to the 
are settled on their Lands. The discontent of the young 
not at all new although the effect of it has not hitherto ap- 
was like to have made bad blood among themselves; but Now 
nanimously resolved to recover their lands. Those of Watauga 
hky seem to engross their attention most. They mentioned 
to us in their Talks. We do not know if they have any 
» other settlements on this side the Boundary line, but they 
they have no intention of hurting or Molesting any any [sic 
ibitants on the other side the line, all that they want (they 
r land & that they are determined to have. 


er was chairman of the Watauga Committee of Safety. The pr 
ty to the king cannot be taken at its face value. The Watauga Com 
Virginia Convention to be taken under its protection (William 
rs, 4QQ49). Two day 
letter, was sent 
Prest 


+ 
T 


it was sent ft 
ia, X, 769 
via Gazette, which was said to have 
some loyalist sentiment, particularly in 


> men under Cay 
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to { 


to Grants of Land, We thought that a Certificate from 
ur pe yple that had an inclination to remove that 
means of not only obtaining immediat grants for 


nt 
ni 


ht be a 
yrocuring the Assistance o 
on they Can be but badly provided with 1 


{f Government as 1n 


tlement. 
Came in here with Thomas seems to have no 


the Rest o 


o West Florida and if all f your peo shoul 
rm you of the indulgence tl 
Character 1 


1at the 


7 


he Can inf 


through our int 


been all over 
7 


to Recommend it t 


ercession, from the 
ho has West Florida and 
Oo vou 


venture 
And if vy ¢ 


lans have 


yf Your people sho 1] 
] 


promised 


the 

should want any provisions 

for any Articles that your peopl 
inclination to drive down their 


Cad 


s and to Cross over you may acquaint us 
will be hn no danger of receiving any 
apy for a party to 
» which they do not seem inelinable. 
pieasure to have it in Our power to 


Indians are determined that 


t 
Ie 


the peo} 


s shall remove and we Can have no hopes o 
any persons that may be hardy enough 
ted, and shoul 


simited 


dependense 
fellows thr 


ements 













MISSISSIPPI VALLEY HISTORICAL REVIEW 





Endorsed:] Copy of a Letter from Mess™ Hen’ Stuart & Alex" Cam 


to M™ Aron Penson &e dated Toquah 23 May 1776 In M Stuart’ 
the 2 sd Aucust 1776. 











HeNrY STUART TO Epwarp WILKINSON 












Toqua 28" Jun 





uaintanece I have had of You and the Confidence | 
in your Candour and Honour makes me take the Trouble of in 
1] 


Duplicates of all my Correspondence with the People of Watauga 


Nonachtluehkey, which I assure you upon the Word and Hon 
Gentleman is all that I have ever had with them. I send them ai 


Lith 









Thomas’s Oath, in hopes that You will endeavour to expose and 


Justice those Villains that can be capable of Forgery in Ord 





olve the Settlements of Virginia and North Carolina in an 








War with the Indians, in Support of a Set of People who we are « 


bly informed have endeavoured to defraud them of a Country 1 
larger than Carolina. 






The Power and the Laws have lately been in your own Hands, A 





had been but good Policy (if you had wanted to preserve the Fr 






ship of the Indians) to have seen Justice done to them, and prev 
fraudulent Purchases and Encroachments, and to have infore 
due Observance of such Laws & Regulations as were intended to p1 
Peace and Good Order among the Indian Nations. 


M* Cameron and I have done all in our Power to prevent their 







ive the People off their Lands, in hopes that we could get tl 


vo off quietly; ’till at Last we had it hinted that they believed ; 







ople had combined to deprive them of their Lands and 
stroy them from being a Nation. 


The Talk sent them by one of the Virginia Committee has only 






+ 


casperate them, And I am informed and have Reason to 


of the Members are concerned in the Lands. 









People of Watawga [sic] have made me the Author 0! 






rrid Falsehood, but I ean assure you of One Serious Truth 
Cherokees are not alone in the Resolution to free themselves fr 





neroachment of their Neighbours. 





have been informed that Copies of the forged Letters have beet 









triously circulated. As such Practices are a Scandal to an) 
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You will take some Pains in Undeceiving People And You 
blige 

r Your most Obedient 

humble Servant 
(Signed) Henry Stuart 

Copy of A Letter from Henry Stuart Esquire To Edward 
Esquire * dated Toqua 28" June 1776 In Sir W™ Howe’s 
17 Jan’ 1777. (14) 7} 


country. 


was an inhabitant of the South Carolina uy 


rd Office, C. O., 5:94, p. 137. 








rcentenary of the founding of Boston, Anne Hutel 
i subject for biographical writing. Evidence of rer 
st American elub-woman’’ is shown by the 
D102 hies this year. The writer of the one her 
roprk IV a Rhode Island woman, Now residing’ in 
rtis has an: ed the events connected with the life 
In a concise, interesting, but not vivid style. Altho 
somewhat popular in character, it 1s not an example 
ve’’ type of biography. The writer is to be commen 
ttempts to bridge the gaps concerning Anne Hutchinson 
vland, her later experiences in Rhode Island 


an inasmu as documentary material for 
ms to be scarce. Likewise the biographer has refrained 
psychological portrait based upon insufficient know 
ss Hutchinson’s real thoughts and ambitions. She r 
nswered e qauestion whether this Boston social 

myst or an aspirant for political power. 

hapters, Mrs. Curtis sketches rapidly the coming to 
futchinson, her influence with Henry Vane and John ¢ 

vatherings in her home for the eritical diseussion 
r announeed belief that John Cotton and John Wher 
nly ministers who benefited by the ‘‘Covenant of Gra 
Vilson and the others were under the ‘‘Covenant of Wot 

nm ¢ airect revelations from God, in the unfair trial 
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{ 


ollowers in the Boston Church, her banishment, a 
it by William Coddington in Rhode Island. 
nection of the political and theological threads is cleat 
} ng the antipathy between the two magistrates, Join 
vy, and Henry Vane, the staunch supporter ot 
n and religious toleration, as well as the antagonism of 
le conservative, narrow pastor toward Mrs. Hutechu 
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he 
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r is fair and unprejudiced in depicting the participants in 
an controversy. She considers Vane ‘‘brilliant,’’ ‘‘attrac 
erant, but Winthrop ‘‘a far sounder leader for Mass 
1637.’’ The unsympathetic and intolerant attitude of Win- 


Wilson in the unjust trial is partially justified on the ground 
ed repeated criticism of the ministers, claims of direct 
ind a belief in a ‘‘Convenant of Grace’’ as dangerous to 
position of the church. She makes clear John Cotton’s 
tion, and suggests that ‘‘ worldly wisdom’’ warned him to 
interest in Anne Hutchinson and her views, and even to 
‘ulprit for her heresies. 
heretic herself, the author describes her as ‘‘magnetie and 
‘proud, ambitious,’’ and as possessing ‘‘singular intellee- 
m. Every kind of person fell under her spell, and beneath 
her opinions.’’ Should posterity condemn this influential 
using dissensions and disturbance of the religious peace by 
ssertion of her views, or praise her for her martyrdom in the 


vious freedom? That question is not definitely considered by 


ynmending the author for her restraint in dealing with events 
orded, the reviewer believes that the dictates of scholarship 
‘ violated by a more complete estimate of the main character 
ntributions. Also, the absence of an index, and a bibliography, 
| for improved footnote technique subtract from the scho- 
of this short but reliable and worth while biography. 


RutH L. Hiaeins 


rs ( ar} and the Re volution in Tilinois, 176 ) 1787 ms A Ses 
nnial Memorial. By Theodore Calvin Pease and Marguerite 


Pease. (Springfield: Illinois State Historical Library, 1929. 


remarkable book, it deserves careful examination and strict 


The authors are eminently fitted for their task, having de- 
of service to the study of Illinois origins. They also have 
0 source material on the period not open to the ordinary 
These facts, however, do hot make a worth while book, and 
is the one under consideration. It is the synthesis of facets, 
n of source material, the new light thrown on well-known 
make the value of the volume. Moreover, it is precisely what 


licates, not a biography of George Rogers Clark, not a history 


during the Revolutionary years interlocking tasks that 
| done by other historians this book is a history of the 












necessary to present the preceding period of Britis} 


1763. 


fter the Treaty 


on to this over 


and authoritatively than it has yet been stated, summing 


ee presented 
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VALLEY 


Paris in 





Revolutionary years, 1775-1781, 


minating period, and they have done it 


HISTORICAL 








REVIEW 


of George Rogers Clark’s share in t¢] 


A The title of the first 
that 1 ecessity : “" British Policy Provokes the Revolution 


’ the authors to allot a full quarter 


Clarence W. Alvord’s epoch-making M; 


in British Politics, and adding to it a broad knowle: 


ation. If 


] } 
It would 


the Northwest, 
do bt. to the 


on Illinois soil 


éhh> 
tn 


| 


5 ( 


Mississippl, 


these tribe 


moreover, | 


this portion of 
| 


the West must be explained not 


+ 


more broadly, the jealousy of the landless colonies for Vir 


+ 


western domain 


Rogers Clark’s 


nain portion 
Revo oO! 


} 1 ] 
! Zea Whotk 
as 
I remart! 
? ae 
l 
l vrith 


Li¢ 


] ] S » 
he eotonies of 


the rivalry of 


swift 


measure 


ks 
UuthLie 


true for the surrounding tribes 


around 


hostile to the 


therein 


nger, and her determination to keep for herself t 


1 1 
OOK CONSISIS ¢ 


period Ot SUCCReSS 


vell woven, the 


Virginia an 


narratly 


1e reviewer ventures any criticism on this porti 
not enough attention is given to 
except when embattled under Pontiac. 

insignificance and incompetence of the tril 


the remnants of the once powerful 


Michigan and 
Illinois Indians; th 
id considerable effect upon British policy 

book the main thesis is stated, that t] 


British incomp: 


1 Pennsylvar 


Revolutionary movement in Illin 


turned on Virgin! 


1 


he western 





‘two chapters dealing \ 
and Clark’s conquest of Illinois 
and decline. In t 
factors gathe 


Writing, vet he 


‘Clark’s laconic diary’’; ‘‘t 


frovernmen 


, 


the story be 


emerges in this narrative that 


hamely that 


Ississippi and the 
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‘Until 


le to monopolize the West, som 





secured 


expedition and 


*k’s eonquests for 
for the United 
Lakes. This ap 
again in that 


was evident that the 
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rvyland, were inclined to prefer Spanish to Virginia domina 
Ohio Valley.’’ And again: ‘‘The debt of gratitude which the 
citizens owed to the memory of Clark would be due from 


4 


large and not exclusively from the state he had tried to 
‘than she would let him.’’ Although the authors of this book 
so, this angle on Virginia’s selfishness and the ultimate 
the Pennsylvania idea may explain in a measure Washing- 
ness to Clark’s later plans, and his decision in 1781 that 
the advanee on Detroit. Had the commander-in-chief at that 
ed jealous Brodhead at Fort Pitt to support Clark with regu- 
not Detroit have been secured and the humiliations of 1781 
been avoided ? 

hapter is entitl “The Outeome of the Revolution in 
is devoted for the most part to the anarchy prevailing im 

r Clark’s retirement. It is a study in raseality and seandals 
certainly a blot on the fair fame of the infant nation that 

] 


¢ portion was so long neglected. The ‘‘ Epilogue’’ on Clark’s 


is brief but explanatory; the conelusions may be indulgent 
in must indeed feel sure of his own patriotism to cast the first 
sinner.’’ There is no mention of Clark’s relation to the 
m Acts which makes such spicy reading in the nine 

pter of James A. James’s biography. 
nograph is so valuable that we cannot but regret it is not made 


il and usable by documentation. It is very much to be hoped 


ition may be issued with notes of the authorities used and 


Ol 


bibliography. One also misses a 


id an index. Surely the Illinois State Historical Library 


al a book should afford it the customary equipment, 
> scholars more than a treatise for the general publi 
vill no doubt obtain its knowlede ot Clark and his 


from Lockridge’s attractive biography, Frederick 


| 
the 0] Lo, 

We 

VY eST 
FITC 
badd { ; ’ e 4 , 
embodies the results | wh Knowledge 
synthesis; it is ¢ » reckoned with by 
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‘the history of the Mississippi Valley and of the West 
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C. T. Dearing Printing Company, 1930. xiij 


is made up of fourteen unrelated papers of varying im 

nee and an ‘‘ Historical Bibliography of Willard Rouse Jillson.’’ 
f the re reprints, seven being from the Register of the Kenty 
te Historical Society. All but three of them deal with the pio: 
d those of much value consist largely of documents drawn f; 


the Draper manuscripts in the library of the State Historical Societ 





my 


in Che first articl , on the discovery of Kentucky, contall 


@ + 















ter of Abraham W ood to John Richards, written in 1674. deseril ly 
Gabriel Arthur through the region later to be called Kent 
CT r do ments included in the book deal with Boone’s first S 
1767, the founding of Harrodsburg and the dimensions of the { 
Ic Af ettlement, the life of John Rowan, and with John Ro 


d Levi Todd’s experiences. The chief value of the work rests 


publication of these documents, but a question on the editing is 






mediately raised when the documents are introduced with such ex] 


s as these: they are exact copies ~ except that such editorial char 





absolutely necessary for an easy and perfect understandi 





have been made’’ (p. 34) and ‘‘Only such editorial changes 





ssary to improve its readibility have been made’’ 







(here are no indications of what changes were made or whert 


cle on John Rowan consists largely of his autobiography discovet 
the form of a ‘‘typewritten fragment,’’ but as Rowan died long bef 
tion of typewriters and as apparently nothing is known 


nal or who eopied it, caution might be exereised in its accept 






» other articles only two are based on serious historical investig 


1779”’ and ‘‘The Texas Moven 










ling of Lexington 






geologist, but he is one of a group of 


vho have become much interested in the history of their s 


iography he mentions thirty items which he has written d 






irgely with historical subjects. For this industry and his br 


» commended. 





Raven, A Biography of Sam Houston. By Marquis James 







Company, 1929. 489 pp. Illustratio1 









are by Lester (1846), expanded an 







a campaign biography (1555), Crane (1884), Bruee (1 


students will still 
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Crane for certain purposes, these biographies are now super- 


a much better and more serious book than one 


Raven 
o expect from the romantic title. The materials for such a 


abundant and scattered, for Houston was a prolific writer 
Marquis James has shown great industry in his study of 

The style is vigorous, and the author’s evident and 

in the romantic side of Houston’s life has produced a 

of Houston’s boyhood in Virginia and Tennessee, of his 
s, of his relations to Eliza Allen and Tiona Rogers, and of 
1836, to which the reviewer, having traversed the same 
a different purpose, does not believe that later biographers 
to add details of importance. The aceount of Houston’s life 
in country, based on Foreman’s Pioneer Days in the South 


ially well done. 
has all the merits and defects of the modern romantie¢ biog- 
though the author tells us that he is writing a biography of 
rainst the background of national affairs,’’ in the considera 
topies as the relations of Houston and Jackson, Houston’s 
annexation, and his career as Senator, there are evidences of 
eritical immaturity. In his account of annexation, James 
of Houston’s executive order of September 24, 1844, a 
ie greatest importance. He shows no acquaintance with thi 
Adams. In spite of Professor Barker’s researches 
p. 344): ‘‘ Jackson wanted Texas and Houston went 
him.’’ Four pages later we find the following sur 
; he nomination of Polk: ‘‘Jackson still ruled the 
lhrusting the astonished Van Buren aside, he nominated his 
pokesman and lieutenant, James K. Polk.’’ Such a sentence 


eds at least a footnote. And these are only two examples of 


; opposite which most historians will place question marks 
r never misses a chance to tell a good story, even when it will 
the test of critical investigation. For example, the death of 
nes is pictured (p. 426) as follows: ‘‘ Ascending the steps of 
ided Capitol Hotel, he exelaimed, ‘Here I began my 
here I end it,’ and applied a pistol to his temple.”’ 
mself in the undramatie privacy of his bedroom 
January 11, 1858). A familiar Houston story on 
sproved in the footnote used to support it 
‘confidence in other details not so easy to check. 


the romance of Houston’s career has served 


ure in American histor) 
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with unusual detachment and freedom from prejudice. C 
lid from a country that is insignificant in international affairs 


a disinterested observer, 


servations a value quite different from that of the stories told 
While 


ised with his observations. 
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travel, hoteis, char iequaintaneces, — all 


rhtness and a quiet humor. The reviewer is tempted to quot 


A 


is dinner, the Americ 
but not shocked at the erudities of social 


er was particularly interested in the Norwegian pioneers 
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techedness,’’ irritated him, and when the Norwegian im 
re commended for the rapidity with which they ** became 
he found it hopeless to try to convince his listener that they 

m a country with no mean civilization of her own. The 

of America’s reaction to the Revolution of 1848 deserves 
ned, and also the keen comments on America’s future great 
r isolation would have to be broken and her naval 

at of Great Britain. 

els, Raeder found time to philosophize on the lessons that 
t draw from the New World: to speculate, for example, 
tages of a free church as compared with a state church, to 
for a pan-Scandinavian union resembling in some respect 

n of the United States, and to predict that in the face of 

ver of the United States, the continental countries of 

-ventually have to form a ‘‘United States of Europe.’’ 
rs are given to us in an attractive and usable form 
well done, although the carping critic might find a 
in sections where the style is more informal and 
word ‘‘suitease’’ as a harmless anachronism. The 
‘has been done in a thorough and painstaking manner. 
s have been supplied to meet the needs both of the reader 


ive of American history is limited, anc 


1 with things Norwegian. 


Vol LV Northfield. Jtinnesota: Norwegian 


Association, 1929. vii+159 pp 


ume is fully up to the standard set by the earlier 
rwegian-American ‘eal 4 eiation, and it 
contains four documents from the fifties and 
Norwegian and carefully edited. The ‘‘Re 


Ine of the Ha wean Churi hes Hel at Lisbon, 


translated and edited by J. Magnus Rohne, 


of the documents, belongs strict 
story. Of more general 
Letters from 1862,’’ translated and 


>on Lake Erie,’’ 


‘nh comprise t 
ets. ‘‘ A Contribution to the 


American Conditions: 
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ws the complexity of the problem of ‘‘ Am: 


a prominent schoolman am 
Attitude of the United States toward Norway 


Fred Swansen, is a study of internationa 


period; Joseph Schafer’s article, ‘‘In 
Amelioration,’ 


Liliil 


shows how the immigrants oft 


r stamp on the communities they settle; while George M. Step} 


a] hase of a1 


elusive historical problem in his artic 


Seandinavian Immigcrant.’’ 







Settlements in Texas, 1831-1861 


dolph Leopold Biesele. (Austin, Texas: 





Author, 1930. 


[llustrations and maps 


monographs already are available for the history of t1 


settiements in Texas, notably Tiling’s History of the Germai 


and Benjamin’s The Germa 


‘le has gone over the ground once more, 


industry and thoroughness, and has used some manuscript ma 


the secretary of stat 


xas State Library, and the library of the University of Texas 


exploited in the work of his predecessors. 


» more readable and interesting. 


Although mai 


and some controversial questions reconsid 
road outlines of the story of German immigration to Texas re! 


me, and most readers probably would agree that the earlier 1 


present study was prepared as a doctoral dissertation 


fairness, it should perhaps be eva 


tirely from the point of view of the technique of historical scl 
and not by exacting standar« 


s of literary composition. As a 


orough research, the author’s work leaves little to be desired 


has exhausted his sources, in German and in English, ar 


ances he has dealt with nice problems of hist 


ism in an altogether satisfactory manner. Every page brist 


Ss, names, and dates almost bewildering in their e 








three-fourths 


» middle of the nineteenth cent 





the European 


German immigration to Texas, German schemes for 
from the days when the provinee still belo: 


i and the founding 


scores of German settlements in various parts of Texas 


of major importance, 





New Braunfels and 


me deals with twenty of these settlements 


, 
Fre 





other German communities had their origin. Qi 


BOOK 


is given to the work of 
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the Society 
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ute properly, 


for the Protection of 


migrants in Texas, the famous Mainzer Adelsverein, an or 


) 
} 


"AAS. 


ing importance. 


tT 


‘German nobles who met at Biebrich on the Rhine in 1842, 


| 


! 
ik 


by a 


curious mixture of 


motives of 


trade, 


imperialism, 


ilanthropy, laid plans to turn the tide of German emigra 


Although the society failed in some of its major pur- 


an interesting history under leaders like Prince Solm and 


work ] 


} 


Teutonie thoroughness, Dr. 


The author describes 


in 


creat 


Meusebach, and its work in opening West Texas to settlement 


detail the 


purchases and colonization contracts of the society, its 


{ 


s, named after the estate of 


n set 


ttlement, 


. 1 , 
nhunareds 


( 


) 


Prince Solm on one of 


n Germany, and its settlements in Texas 


beautiful tributaries, was the fourth largest city 1 


By 1850, 


1] 


tne 


n Texas. 


Biesele chronicles the yroveress 
I 


and with great patience, lists the names and 


f 


SeTI 


y 
iCrs, 


and 
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of the German pioneers. 


ies of 


eS 


are 


1 


tne 


) 


the 





r 


Germans in Texas before the Civil 


after this exhaustive treatment of beginnings, only 


A short chapter treat 


left for the discussion of the social, economic, and 


s the rela- 


en the Germans and the Indians; another deals with the politi 
War. 


Germans fought in the Texas Revolution; one company par 


About 


a 


the Mexican War: and as elsewhere on the frontier, most 


It h 


as 


genera 


} 


] 
lly 


been 


conceded that 


igrants voted the Democratic ticket. 


cultural contributions to America, a 


} 

a 

nS respect. 
ients, there 
soclet 


> 


( 


social life shows that the 


lramatie 


Braunfels in 


rivate 





school 


Even in the 
was time ar 


ies to promote sele 


1853; in 


for ft 


interesting 1] 


Seal 


ve been 


4 


ius 


ne 


tered 


ST 


i 
dy 


tury 


insuecessful plans were made 


{ratio1 


hrous 


nt 


+ 


ne 


The author’s account 


» interesting contrasts between the attitude of 


most primitive 
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ifie 

t he 
of 


} 






IS, ali 


the 


and singing societies. 


money 


rT} ” oo + y af } 
Che first Saengerfest 


same 
fount 


} 
‘eprodaductTions of} 
iu l 


for 


town 
Greek and 
to 


ad 
1 


weet 
narrat 


‘st and those of the Northwest during the slave 


the 
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university 


the Germans in 


-y controversy 
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1 the final chapter on 
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‘he bibliography fills ten pages, and the entire work gi; 


of unusual industry, thoroughness, and detail. 


} 


place, 


es not transcend 


l Ta 


vorth Cole. E 
(Arthur H. 


‘here are few, historians or oth 


be o 


4] 
tne 


vern 


Si 





PI 





ne ot absorbing 


ts in Texas, which the present n 


arrative hardly suggests, for its st 
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the author has ruthlessly tracked every name 


There is 


A 


and 


e story of how these Germans brought civilization to the 


+ 


eripping about the experiences of the little German 


his style leaves the reader cold. Here is one of 
most unique immigration schemes ever tried in Europe and Ame 
Dor 


sometny 


ordinary level of dullness of doctor’s diss 


4h f fi] 
Tales OT tile 


dited by Louise 


eated network of 


{ nit cd states before The 
iS had 1ts Stagvecoacn ¢ 


consumption a pamphlet, 


stage lines 


lays. A few years ago Mr. Cole published 


Clark Company, 1930. 


rs, 


Old Northwest. 


Phelps 


376 


Kel 


Pp 


>y Harry FE 


loge, (Cleveland 


who have any realization 


which 


COVE 


railroads took their place. 


‘*Stagecoach ar 


‘red all 


sections 


Every ¢ 


) 


id Tavern Days 


1,’’ which had wide value in that it illustrated the 1 


A 


which Cole 


ld 


Old 


th | 


] 


stories and picturesque detail which could be recovered in a 


mid-West locality. The subject evidently appealed to the Baraboo 


CARL WITTE! 


} 


mmun 


y 


his field geographically and with his car spent his | 
¢ the 


V\ ¢ 


roads of Wisconsin searching for those wis 


Is Manuscript was 






left 


tradition which would bring back the highway life o 


e 


y 
pit 
1 i 


) 


in Miss Kelloge’ 








covered in his researches is that betwet 





in and the Mississippi River. Though, as Miss Kellogg s 
face, the words ‘‘The Old Northwest’’ in the title may be just 
tl leS al haracteristie of all the states of the Old Nort! 
ecessary, to point out that readers interested in part 
stag ich routes, or related details in Michigan, Ohio, Ind 
reater part of inois will be disappointed in not finding 
m the title they may feel they have a right to expect. It 
mp] ze that this is not a serious study but an ar 
! of the twenty-two chapters relate to taverns. Sint 
r oductory and the next two are on the very 
s, the stagecoach comes in for but minor emphasis 1! 
illed chiefly with stories. There is no atten 
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ilar routes, no analysis of the moving frontier of which the 


ere an index, no comprehension of the magnitude or of the 
zed nature of the staging business, and no adequate presen- 
role of the stagecoach in frontier development. Mr. Cole has 
sconnected fragments picked up along the trail, or in several 
arly travellers, and has not gone to the newspapers or post- 
is for a connected story. 
«1 of research, however, has had better results in the treat- 
verns and tavern life, and has led to the accumulation of a 
‘material which the library researcher would miss, but which 
supplements his work. Such chapters as ‘‘ The Log Tavern,’’ 
tions at Early Taverns,’’ and ‘‘The Tavern as a Commun 
’ are recommended as excellent studies in social history. This 
ld make good supplementary reading for high school 
ere it is desired to recreate the atmosphere of the pioneer 
en the spirit was upon him Mr. Cole wrote in vivid manner, 
\1-humored, democratic nature enabled him to identify him 
artedly with ‘‘the era of phrenology, of the first sulphur 
‘asecading tobaeco juice on board walks, vest woodpiles 
¢ in front of the general store.’’ He loved his pioneers, and 
in their minds as well as in their taverns. The large amount 
nd the thirty or more photographs devoted to individual tav- 
‘onsin will interest local readers, but will have less appeal to 
public. The reviewer finds no value, either decorative or in 
il, in the map which the publishers have inserted as a frontis 
prepared by T. T. Brown, though better, is incomplete and 


dates; but, it may be added, mapping stage lines is a diffi 


nk] 


ikless task. 


OLIVER W. Hou™y 


ent of Statehood. Edited by Milo M. Quaife. Publications 


State Historical Society of Wisconsin. Collections, Vol. 
1 


Constitutional Series, Vol. IV Madison: State Historica! 


1928. xin+965 pn. 


; ; rs ; 
publication of this bulky volume, Dr. Wuaite at last com 
iy _ 7 ] taking | , ‘ a - 15 \4 h.« 4 
itorial undertaking begun as far back as 1915. At that time, 
tendent of the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, he 
print in great detail the sources from which an accurate his 
formulation of the Wisconsin constitution could be drawn 
mes, ne estimated. would be necessary to do his TasSK ade 
df > woloimoa hs 1 annaarad 4h a eee . 
i four volumes have now appeared. The first volume en 


1846, 
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more formal business of drafting and adopting a constitution, Ip 
dentally, the contents of this volume revealed clearly the remarka 
richness in newspapers of the State Historical Society of Wiscons 
About three-fourths of the material presented was drawn from con‘ 
porary territorial newspapers, ten such sheets being cited. To the n 
or men who had the foresight to collect and to preserve these files } 


, il 


whole ouild of western historians is deeply indebted. The writer ot this 


review has recently been assured that many years ago stacks of ear 
Nebraska newspapers were deliberately destroyed because of the ine 
venience of housing them. Thanks to the pursuance of a contrary po 


in Wisconsin, however, Dr. Quaife was able to present with rare co 


pleteness every side of the debate over statehood and probably ever 


significant suggestion that was made as to the contents of the propos 


constitution. The popular interest in what was going on was intens 


nd the popular understanding of the problems of government was { 


iil 


creater than might have been expected from a sparse frontier pop 


on. 

The second volume of this series, The Convention of 1846, and 
third, The Struggle for Ratification, 1846-1847, have already been 
viewed in this periodical (X, 200-203). They reproduced the journa 
the first Wisconsin convention, which had previously been availabl 
manuscript form only; they filled in from newspaper sources the 
bates of the convention delegates so fully, indeed, as to make one won 


+ 


ings was not after all a reasonable economy; they drew again from 1 
newspapers to show what the people thought of the work the convent 
was doing or had done, and why this first effort at constitution-mak 

Wisconsin miscarried. When, as probably will happen, some fut 


historian of the West writes a book or an article to set forth the essent 


(i? 


onservatism of the American frontier, he will not neglect this W 


nsin election of 1846. Such a book, however, to have any meaning 


prot LDV have to come from ‘*Trans-Appalachia.’’ 


‘ 


penuriousness which denied a stenographiec record of the procee 


The radical propositions which caused the rejection of this ‘‘constit 


} 


of democracy,’’ as Professor Paxson has called it, were those w! 


} 


ide anything resembling banks or bank-note issues in the st 
‘+h guaranteed to married women the property which they posst 

time of marriage, and which in the interest of the debtor ¢ 
mpted homesteads from foreed sale. A clause, separately submit 
tes, but this proposition was more decisively defeated than the ¢o1 


whole. All these items came in for extensive modificati 


d have extended suffrage privilege to negroes on the same terms 




















BOOK REVIEWS 473 


f the second constitutional convention, with which the last 
series deals. With the approval of the people on separate 
m, a general banking law might be passed; married women and 
ere left to suffer under their accustomed disabilities; the home- 
ption was toned down and became a part of the bill of rights. 
‘the important changes, although the second convention could 
» temptation to revise throughout the wording and arrange- 
auses for which its predecessor had been responsible. Thus 
onstitution was adopted without much opposition, and with 
tory debate. The excitement of battle was gone. 
uurth volume Dr. Quaife draws less than in the first three 
spaper sourees. This is primarily because the second conven 
‘what tardily to be sure, provided for a record of its debates 
This record is reprinted, not, however, without considerable 
nt from newspaper accounts, and a preliminary survey one 
pages long of newspaper discussion. The editorial work has 
with Dr. Quaife’s usual accuracy and meticulous regard for 
ieties. He is to be congratulated upon the completion of a 
sk, and the State Historical Society of Wisconsin is to be con- 
upon seeing the project through. The day has passed when 
plain the importance of state constitutional history or dilate 
records such as these may be used. 
se Phelps Kellogg contributes in thirty pages informing 
of convention delegates. 


JOHN D. Hicks 


and Papers of Lincoln. Compiled by Paul M. Angle. (Bos- 


Houghton Mifflin Company, 1930. xi+387 pp. Lllustrations 


past few years the Abraham Lincoln Association, formerly the 

entennial Association, of Springfield, Illinois, has engaged in 

research as well as in popular commemoration. In this it has 

rvices, as its secretary, of Paul M. Angle, formerly of the 

of Illinois. Its year books are now supplemented by a series, 

Day by Day,’’ with books for various years of Lincoln’s life, 
uf 


s of which have already been published. In his work, Mr 


snot only had the opportunity 


of becoming acquainted with the 

ti oe } | } - : : it ’ 1] 
‘oln’s life, but has gained an intimate knowledge of collee- 
iterial, of collectors, and of isolated doeuments. This, together 


ent search and extensive correspondence, has enabled him to 
+] } , 


her a surprisingly large mass of material hitherto unavailable 


mie 
I 
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Mr. Angle’s compilation is intended as a third supplement to th 
prehensive Gettysburg and Biographical editions of the Complete W 

Abraham Lincoln, published by the Tandy Company (1905 
revision of John 8. Nicolay and John Hay’s two volume publi 
under that title in 1894, Gilbert A. Tracy’s Uncollected Letters of 
ham Lincoln (1917), and Lincoln’s Letters Hitherto Unpublished 





41 


Library of Brown University and other Providence LInbraries (192 
With the exception of telegrams, mostly identical in form, publishe 
[da M. Tarbell’s life of Lincoln, these four works mentioned sh 
ontain all of Lineoln’s known writings. The great bulk of it, of co 
is in the twelve volumes of the Complete Works, on the whole a sai 
factory edition, though cluttered up with unnecessary and 


indesirable trimmings. Mr. Tracy’s volume of 253 pages made 
stantial addition, the Brown University publication added only 56 1 
most of them containing only a few lines. Mr. Angle’s compilation 
r the largest and most valuable publication of Lincoln material 
has come out since the Gettysburg Edition. The inclusion of papers | 
viously printed elsewhere than in the works mentioned, though n 
cated by the title ‘‘New Letters and Papers,’’ 1s a convenien 
hich all readers will be grateful. 
No statement is made as to what, if any, unpublished material 
be in existence is not included in this book, but there is no ¢| 
finality The status of the Jesse Weik collection is not revealed 
collection left by Robert Lincoln to the Library of Congress will 1 
open for many years; doubtless other papers or groups of pay 
known or closed to investigation will turn up. Mr. Angle’s comp 
wever, 1s surprisingly full, remarkable both in the diversity a1 
r of sources from which it is drawn and in the variety of the s 
matter covered by the letters and papers. The arrangement Is st! 
chronological save for a few undated fragments put at the end. O 
379 pages of text, 262 contain documents dating from before Lit 
residency, and 112 are given to his presidency. The first docum 
ntroduced in the Illinois legislature, December 9, 1834; 
one is a request to Attorney-General James Speed for a 
April 13, 1865 
Not the least merit of the work is the evident care in exeluding 
ries, With some of which the publi¢ is already familiar. So far 
eviewer could check the accuracy of the text by comparing a 
mber of letters with the sources from which they were taken 
n very well done. The only mistakes noted were ‘‘rising 
ng¢’’ (p. 211, 1. 30) and ‘‘chose’’ for ‘‘came’’ p. 210, 1. 43 
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Lineoln’s writings can use this collection with every assur 


} 
‘ 


is dependable. The frontispiece is the last portrait known to 
made of Lincoln, that by Alexander Gardner, April 10, 1865 
iment is prefaced by a short explanation, usually followed 
nment giving further explanation and often the outcome of 
r involved, and is accompanied by a footnote telling the owner- 
original or the copy used, or giving the book or newspaper 
s printed. This editorial work is a model of its kind, un- 
but thorough, and is a valuable part of the book. Much 
about Lincoln and his associates 1s conveyed in compara 
space. 
ments printed for the first time, while numerous, do not 
ereat modification of our knowledge of, or opinion about, 
incoln. They extend the number of persons whom he helped, 
ite afresh the practical aspects of a politician’s career, they 
depth and breadth of his sympathy. They reveal more fully 
y, and, one may add, they bring out nothing to his discredit. 


CHRISTOPHER B, COLEMAN 


HH Story: A braham Lane oln, His Path tO the Pre side WCU: i ( 
his Election. By Albert Shaw. (New York: Review of hi 
Corporation, 1929. Vol. I, xii+236 pp. Vol. Il, ix+-277 pp 


) 277 py 
tions. $10.00. 





ring the excelleney ot Albe rt Shaw Ss work observed In the two 


. ] Cw ’ m . + ] } 19nN } nalift 1 « 
now | re us, 1t appears that at last historians have qualified a 


DeCTOI 
capable of carrying on the story of Lincoln through the 
ars, that most neglected field in Lincoln literature. The 

r Beveridge aspired to this task and laid an adequate founda 


iminary efforts, which were brought to an abrupt close by 


} . Pe } +] ] 4 > eerpyy 
aeatn ; his discussion closed with the chapter on ihe 





i\\ has brought down the Lineoln StOry which might wr ealle 
history of America, contemporaneous with the days of Lin 
naugural address of 1860. We are now the richer by having 
- and exhaustive history of that interval between the debates 
inaugural. It is hoped that Mr. Shaw will find it convenien 
the story of Lincoln in subsequent volumes 
sition which the author oecupies as editor of t Review of Re 
es a somewhat unusual method in reviewing his Lincoln pub 


It might be called a review of the reviews of his 
trations which embellish the text are by far the most unique 


the publieation and attract, naturally, the attention of th 
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book reviewers who contribute to the daily press. Excerpts from son 
the New York papers are typical of those to be found throughout 
country. The Times states, ‘‘There is at least one cartoon on every | 
ost of them rare and unknown, and often derived from the most rey 
sources. The idea is so novel that this review will be devoted entirel 
‘artoon motif and will pass by the text with the statement that 
a careful, impartial, and well written history.’’ The Herald-Trib; 
believes that ‘‘the cartoon has an appeal all its own and the histor 
has been slow to recognize this fact.’’ .A Post headline announces ¢} 
the book’s ‘‘ Drawings and Caricatures of the times make history gray 
The World feels that ‘‘so long as we have access to cartoons 
ricatures we won’t be making saints out of national heroes.”’ 
Nearly thirty years ago, Mr. Shaw prepared an article on ‘‘ Abral 
Lincoln in Contemporary Caricature,’’ for the February, 1901 issu 
the Review of Reviews. In this contribution the purpose of the a 


a 
was T 


0 exhibit a collection of forty Lincoln cartoons, the running | 
ment used was explanatory of the caricatures. In the work before 


relation of text and illustrative material is reversed. The cartoons 


used, primarily, to take the writer back into the environment of the t 
and make the text more vivid. 

While the scholar will appreciate the illustrative features of the | 
his final appraisement will more lkely coincide with the findings of 
men as: Nicholas Murray Butler, president of Columbia University 


calls it ‘‘a truly notable contribution to American history.’’ Ed 


dwi 
Alderman, president of the University of Virginia, who believes 
Lincoln books ought to make a swift and powerful appeal to thought! 


people everywhere, interested in the amazing career of Abraham 


ecoln,’’ and J. H. Kirkland, Chancellor of Vanderbilt University, 
addresses the author in these words: ‘‘ Your interpretation of hist 


seems to me so fair and philosophical that I continually wonder at y 


he entertainment feature afforded by the cartoon will ple 


many, and the contributions to contemporaneous American histor) 


volume one will be weleomed as a valuable source of information, t! 
tatesman will be especially interested in the second volume. One admi! 
a plece of work which is done so thoroughly that its very completeness 
liscourages any further attempt to revise or enlarge upon it. ‘*Abra/ 
Lincoln > The Year of His Election,’’ is such a book. Elihu Root 


gratulates Mr. Shaw on ‘‘rendering a very valuable service in collecting 


9) iy 


and preserving in available and permanent form really substantial ma 
for the history of that critical period.’’ Charles Evans Hug! 


tay 
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as ‘fan invaluable contribution to the understanding « 
Vi ho eares tO 


ume will not only please the statesman wl 


ill 


p to Lineoln’s nomination, but the 


Ad 


the events leading 1 
incoln students over America will weleome a monograph 
itical suecess in 1860. To use the words of William 


the crucial moments of 


‘Albert Shaw has written of one of the 


with intelligence, with fairness, and with infinite pains 
omething real to the Lincoln story.’’ 
es by one of America’s best known publicists measure up 


‘d of literary merit which one would anticipate. Josey 

to be ‘‘a vital moving story told without adulation, but 
the truth... it is enriched with the wisdom of the life 
the author with just appraisment and fairness, so that 
s reading, the books are laid aside with the feeling that 
lume is that era quite so well portrayed.’’ With the num 
titles well past the thirty-five hundred mark it is refresh- 


ntribution which is something more than just another 


Louris A. WARREN 


Hair Trigger: The Life of Jefferson Davis. By Robert 
n. (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1930. viu 


Illustrations, bibliography, and appendices. $3.90. 
rilling title, the first biographer of the outstanding south 


now presents a study of the career of the titular head of 
confederacy. Sympathy and background qualify him for 


f Civil War developments in which the rancor o 


Q)N) | 
I Ol 


ibsent. The volume is divided into two 


red 1s conspicuously al 

, ret 5 Oe ORC. aed Cee? See ee , 
the first entitled, ‘‘Sowine the Wind,’’ and 1 second 
Whirlwind.’’ The story, we are told, is ‘‘one of pride, of 


hout parallel, of triumph and failure, and 


from these words concessions are 


AS one mieht expect rron 


cost 1t must be noted, to the now popular type of realistu 
4 41 ] : l P 3 | 
On the other hand, despite the claim of tl se of original 


hitherto taken into aeccount,’’ there is little that is really 


story that 1s told. West Point and brass buttons. the tragie 
Zachary Taylor’s daughter (whose name is not even men 


imtation life at Brierfield, the marriage to Varina Howell, a 


eandidacy as a champion of repudiation 


tion to congress, Mexican War service, the career of United 
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States senator where he crossed lances with the Tennessee taj! 
ire rapidly sketched as background for the main drama. 

The frail Mississippi misanthrope, who broke with his father 
he general, and with the older brother who had staked him. a; 
never claimed many intimate friends, found inspiration for his car 
the wife who was his truest and dearest comrade. In the organizati 


+ } 


the movement for southern nationality, Davis, the ‘‘Game Coel 


K 
South,’’ is presented as second, and that only at the start, to th 
South Carolinian. Inexorable fate led him straight to the great tr 
of the sixties. The story then becomes pretty much the narrativ: 


ar for southern independence, which is surveyed in some sixty ] 


» Nont 


uth is pictured as a unit in the struggle. Little is said of thi 
sms of Toombs and Stephens, of those of Governor ‘‘Joe’’ Bri 
Georgia and of Governor Vanee of North Carolina, and of the st 
hey raised. His favoritism to certain generals and his difference 


Robert E. Lee are hinted at. We are told that his foreign policy 


punch,’’ besides being falsely grounded on the prevailing insiste1 
the sacredness of slavery and its extension into the territories 
staccato sentences, with frequent quotations giving lively story, d 
r debate, and with chapter headings like ‘‘Five Gaping W: 
‘Sprinkle Some Blood,’’ and ‘‘ Rivet in Grandfather’s Neck,’’ tl 
rative moves rapidly; at times it nearly accomplishes the appea 
ten-penny thriller. 

When one comes to an appraisal of the scholarly apparatus 


ime one 1s contronted DY an unpleasant but unfortunately hecess 


duty. In view of a popular prejudice against footnote citations 
y istification is to be found in the meticulous aceuracy of tl 
there presented. A check upon the references of this volume ré 
ragic situation an utter unreliability in the eitations. Q 


marks have been used with little respect for the accurate reproaui 
of the material that they enclose. Material is omitted without indie 


ew phrases are added, and in eases parts are stated in the author 


inguage, while the sequence of the original is often quite disreg 
Still worse, there are often incorrect citations of pages or of volun 
t til nothing can be found relating to the subject matter w! 
pposedly thereby verified. Citations to the Congressional G 
metimes to volume and page, sometimes only to page, sometimes 1 
session, and sometimes only to the month; citations to 1] 
re often not so indicated. Sometimes material is eited tl 
{ fact to events or situations that had occurred at quite a d 
In general, meticulous accuracy in footnote citation and 
seems not to have been achieved in even one-half of t! 









( 


} 
O\ 









the wind moves the trees of the woods.’ ’’ But 


nd 
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} } 


more flagrant examples of lapse in scholarly accuracy 
I e R 


Relating an episode of Davis’s childhood the author tells 


.-vear old Jefferson came to the rescue of his older sister with 


nee: ‘‘Don’t be seared, I’m here to protect you!’’ (p. 5) The 


Wemorr, I, 8, note, but the material is found in the econ 
the note on page 9 where we are told that the five-year-old 
s sister’s hand and merely said: ‘‘We will not run.’’ Davis 
re than due attention in the account of a banquet at which 


ii Davis were honored in the toasts. One toast is quoted as: 


avis, the President of the Confederacy’’ (p. 63); the original in 


lition reads: ‘‘Quitman or Davis the first President of the 
federacy.’’ In one of a series of inaecurate citations to 
VIS. Re colle ctions of Mississippi and Wississippians, he quotes : 
» explanation of my official conduct,’ the judge promptly re- 
original read: ‘* He replied, ‘I do not, sir, explain my official 
iny man.’ ’’ Unfortunately the reference is on page 150 and 
147 as cited (p. 26). To the statement, ‘‘If the abolition 


led. there would be a second santo Domingo’”’ p. 70 , IS 


the footnote: ‘The Mississippian went into nearly every home 


Davis, R., 352.’’ The same statement without the qualifying 
made in a footnote on page 91. But the original of Reuben 
The Mississippian| was in the house of nearly every 
Democrat throughout the country.’’ Three quotations relat 
’s campaign for governor in 1851 are given on a single page 
r purposes of comparison the texts are here reproduced. 
s account reads: ‘‘The masterful Davis, ‘about whom there 
ng which captivated the imagination and exalted him i 
g¢ him dearer than all others to the popular heart. ... His 
tterance, indeed, when he spoke, moved the hearts of the 
Reuben Davis, 


says: “‘there was something about Davis which eaptivat: 


lation, and exalted him into a hero, dearer than are others to 


r heart. There were others who might even equal him in 
persuasive utterance, but when he spoke ‘the hearts of the 
‘moved as the wind moves the trees of the wood.’ ’’ (pp. 320 


Mr. Winston quotes: ‘‘he ‘was carried to the home of kind 


megating friends.’’’ But the original in the Wemoir savs: 


favored him in his being taken ill at the house of kind and 


ratory friends’’ (I, 469). In the third instance we have Mr 


sion: ‘‘ ‘For three weeks he slept all day and walke: 


The original in the Memoir reads: 
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he first S) stematic and adequate study of thé 
is somewhat broader than the title 
ven chapters deal with the problems of 
exchange of prisoners was prevented by the unwillingn 
States government to do anything which might 

of the Confederacy, but the pressure of public si 
a military cartel in July, 1862, under which exc! 
‘ffeeted for about one year. |] 
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ntil near the end of the war. It was during 


es that the crowding of the prisons was the worst and the 


at Andersonville was highest. The six chapters on condi- 


risons do not make a pretty story. Four of these chapters 
southern prisons, one of which is given wholly to Ander 


nother to Libby and Belle Isle. The net 


s a refutation of the old charges of wanton cruelty and 


and neglect on the part of any 


responsible ( ‘On- 


‘y do reveal a lamentable lack of foresight and 
inefficiency In management. But the 1 ib] 


he insuperabie obstacles 


resources in transportation, tools, pro- 
ing, medicines, and skilled medical officers. The North, 
greater resources, developed a more adequate system ; but 
is so flooded with tales of ‘‘the fiendish torture’’ of Fed 
‘rebel’? prisons and with demands for retaliation, that 
ble office 


vals, \ ielding to the war psychosis, did retaliat 


ate 
oners with direful results. The final chapter, ‘* After 


continued working of this psychosis in the vengeful 
tion of the unfortunate Wirz and the hunt 


as examined all the important sources for 


wu has been upon the Official Records of the l HtLOn and 


which, rather strangely, is not listed i 


xcellent bibliography), but he has also used 


l 


manuscript 
documents, newspapers, and a long list of pamphlets 
ves. The last named he has found generally unreliable 
minor ones, have been noted The ere 
orders to governors of states (pp. 46, 


was Confederate secretary of ¥ 


e index, despite some omissions, 1s 
judicial spirit and cool detachment 


sive subject 


frontier, bi 

» of the Southwest 
rambling adventure 
in 


] { “nt ; 1 + 
DeST O protessional l 





was his friend, 


terms with Jesse James. 


contorm 
by historians, 


emploved by writers. 


‘““The warriors clinched 11 


eTween powder, 
four more times. 


collapsed on 


] ] , 7 
fOOK atter Ai 


this book. bi 


has chosen to omit all 


ignored in 1 





living in some way, he became 


joyed adventure for its own sake. 
sueceeding in whatever 

ing his later work as public health officer 
ing himself generally liked the while. Some 


numbered among what might 


a deadly embrace. 


and dust 
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Consider 
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ender in turn, and in the course of this . 
1erous and oftimes amusing experiences. 
is evidently a man who has found himself at home in the 

It is also obvious ¢] 
tasks he undertook 
and surgeon 
of his most interest 
be termed the you 
he enjoyed what almost amounted to a pencl 


and he was at least on 


these men suggests their human a 
In other respects, the many pictures of front 
in general to the tradit 
In many cases they would fit even into thi 


for instance 


Bane went 


raised from the 
half hidden 


Then Benito was seen staggering from 


from view. 


few paces away. All this t 


represented 


4] . 
this sort. 


matter of 


+ 


author has in some 


[ ran across, calling to Jack, ‘Are you hurt?’ ”’ 
fell, no,’ he replied, ‘but I put six bullets through that gr 
You had better 
is interesting to note in this connection that a play feat 


yresented some vears ago, and 


east. The 


as recently been adopted by 


is to be hoped that some use has been made of these n 


unconscious egotism pervades 


I it IS neither extreme nor object n 
The chief eriticism 
rather than 
account of the more p 
‘tive aspects of his career. Such episodes as love and m 


though one learns rather 


procured 


. explained in the preface a 
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ersion to the over-emphasis in current literature on 


I 


nd sex complexes.’’ It is the purely personal 
reviewer, however, that Dr. Hoyt has gone from one 
other. In avoiding the subjective lest too much be 
e to become so objective that too little is told. One 


llv like to know of what goes on within a man’s head, 


RicHARD H. SHRYOCK 


ation of Carl Schurz. By Chester Verne Easum., ( hi 


a) > 


versity of Chicago Press, 1929. vii+374 pp. $3.50 


a study in the life of one of our country’s greatest na 
It is limited to the first ten years, 1852-62, spent by 

the United States, and explains how this German political 
levoted American citizen. It is written in a very 

m and holds the reader’s interest throughout. The 
footnotes indicate that the author did his research 
‘holarly manner. The book deserves to find a wide cir 
States because it carries a great lesson; many a 

‘rican citizen can learn much from a close study of this 


| } ah eet 


cd ten cnapters to give the record of tne phenom 


is’’ and the ‘‘eorresponding growth in character’’ of 
first two chapters are devoted to an account of Carl 
n the Revolution of 1848 and of his stay in Englan 
irth portray Carl Schurz’s first impressions of the 


nd his efforts to get established. The fifth discusses the 


LN 


} } 1 ) } ’ y , 
their leader and by the Republican party as a valuabl 


"PAY 


ler is made acquainted with ‘‘Carl Sehurz of 


the Republican nominee for heutenant-governor in 
‘disclaimed any thought that the nomination had come to 
services to the party, but accepted it as a tribute to 

ind a recognition of their stand against slavery.’’ He 
ches in that campaign and he was bitterly attacked, be 


ot4 


re never neutral about Carl Sehurz.’’ Mr. Easum reviews 


ack made on slavery in a speech at Madison on October 
ehth chapter he presents ‘‘Carl Schurz of Wisconsin 
addresses, one on ‘‘ Americanism’’ before the Archaea 


other on ‘The Irrepressible Conflict?’ in Chieago 


In-Douglas eampaign. The ninth chapter is devoted to 
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in account of Carl Schurz’s part in the Lincoln campaign of 


ari Schurz, U ». Reo? 









Schurz think was the true Americanism? He 
noi only ‘‘the product of the best thought of Europ 
mprovement upon it. It must be a productive cosmopolitanisn 


» ] ; 
Po y 







s fundamental principles to be natural equality, recipro 
eral solidarity of interests, liberty, and tolerance. Carl Schurz 
| to special privileges, to the ‘‘ American mov 
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»nativism, to centralization in government, and to slaver 
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| iuthor has sueceeded admirably in the purpose expressed 





hamely, tO Make the r 


reader feel sorry that he did not *‘e 
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story on to the end of the 1Ong and active eareer of its 





has been ‘‘temporarily abandoned.’’ It is to be ho 






volume dealing with the subsequent political career 








11] soon appear 
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By Joseph Schafer. (Evansy 
Antes Press, 1930. xxi+270 pp. 
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sehur 





Of the seventy-seven years of ’s life, the first twent 


Z 


seventy-five pages, or a little 


third of the book. This part of the 


rs are disposed of in the first 





book portrays his early hom 





nd training, his formal education at the gymnasium and at Bonn | 








versity and his participation in the Revolution of 1848 with 


+ 





removal to Ameriea. A Ns: the next eight years of Schurz’s 





tending from the arrival in Ameriea in 1852, to the elose of thi 
1860, the biographer devotes another seventy-odd pages. In 






4 re | ia ; lawn4 ] 
part considerable space 1s devotec 


1 to what might be considered S 


ite life such as his buying of land, his lecture tours, and his 





making a living. The other part has to do with his speech-mak 





political campaigns from 1856, to the close of 1860. It requir 


Schurz’s four Civil War vears. T 


r pages to do justice to I] 


it t 





vears of 





his life extending from 1865 to 1884 are discuss: 





venty-eight pages. These were 








full years for Schurz. H 





construction, his election to the United States Senat 





’ ; : ’ - 
‘vices there, his leaders] 


lilp of the Liberal Republicans in 1872 I 





tting Haves elected Isvo and President in 157! 


1 Governor in 

















in the cabinet of Hayes and his work in the defeat of Bl 
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crowded into those 





years and are all adequately tr 


he last twenty-two vears of the life of the sub 








sed of in a chapter of nineteen pages entitled ‘* Author ai 











eraphner had already discovered. The name Thierne 
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yortionment of the space to the subject matter on th 


of the magazine transmitted to the reviewer tw: 


shot ld be Thieme and the phrase i his summer cottage on 
953) should read in New York City. The date of the 


mperor Wilhelm I is given as 1881 (p. 246) instead of 1888, 


led Boon (p. 56), clearly slips in proof reading. When 
making his political speeches he would probably not have 
having them called propaganda, but were he living to 


object to having them called by that name. The words 


Biography Series’’ on all the left hand 


i pages and ~Uar! 


right hand pages seem a waste of ink. If the chapter 
ive appeared on the left with sub-topics on the right it 
ited finding things in the book. The index 1s to proper 
A few statements seem just a trifle extravagant ‘stands 
among the great parliamentary careers of the ag 
rned the tide in Hayes’s favor so far as the Germans wert 
207); ‘without him it | Blaine’s defeat] could not have 
bout p. 239). The biographer has observed the prin 
eredits Schurz with observing in his life of ¢ and 
so much of the general history of the time as will afford 
rr the actor whose life he is presenting. If there are a 
rht have been omitted they are in the brief excellent treat 
arliament of Frankfort of which Schurz was not a member 
was of course much coneerned. The detail with whicl 
r the Rastatt affair and his rescue of Kinkel are told 
ied because of its dramatic interest, because of its inflt 
hilosophy of Schurz, and because the people who k 
ot these episodes and viewed him in the light of th 
‘ the more important activities of Schurz, and now and 
him, the biographer has sueceeded admirably in revealing 
rsonality. The facts submitted in the biography indicate 
ther beeause of his t: mperament and Just fiable self-con 


ise of his early revolutionary efforts, or his |: 


pular government was a militant liberal and tl som 
was and remained somewhat of a revolutionist. That is 

1 nant . ‘i | } = | : ] a ] ‘ ‘ he 
not @o as he thought they should ne ald not always nay 


0 stay on the inside of the institution or organization and 
; 1° . 4 ] ; eee } 
ut was inelined to get on the outside and try to chan: 





from jail a 


cking it. The biographer admits as much when he gay) 
“_ sportsmanship (p. 


Halstead was afraid that 


cal weather outside of camp so long that he rather liked 
when he states that Schurz was socially but not politi 


democrat p. 


aristoerati¢ 





Debs and His lafe Wor 
Under the Auspices of the Graduate Couneil, Indiana U1 
1929. 209 pp.) 


Debs had t 


» vot as far 


had a successful business eareer if 
A humanitarian idealist, he preferred the career of 


organizer. 


ast 


his tilt with the government in the Pullman strike, h 


Oppressive 


yioltence 


and political action. 


who disagreed with him, 


Such a career 






> | ] 
rs expressed 


ut losing 


(¢ ig e Tone is pro Debs 


' 
ems to the 


alist party 


and that such items as the character and composition of 


to torm 
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when he ealls attention 


Sehurz could 


The liberalism of Schurz was after a 


By Floy Ruth Painter. 


) make his own way in the world. At tl 


After his formation of the American 
theoretical 


although he sometimes condoned it. 


>a class war as a last 


‘'s the biographer both opportunity 
‘has been to make a scientific 


heart of the man’’ 


monograph, 


Debs’s organization and 


nineties should 


is useful, but it does not measure 


rather full bibliography cit 
*- 


Bi 


‘ike and omits such works as 
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on with n 
en he remarks that Schurz had in his later days been tak 
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[Indiana legislature and he believed that 
a 
He Was Tt 
resort, but he preferred the evolutionary met 


Ile was loved by his friends, respect 


and condemned by others as an en 
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f } 


1 a digested evalu 

The stvle is uninspired and 
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book is devoted to the Pullman strik 


and Debs’s imprisonment for opposition to the W 
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1 of Socialism in the United States and Samuel L. Gom 


us of Life and Labor. There is no index 
McMurry 


DONALD IL. 


States After the World War. By James C. Malin. (Boston: 
nd Company, 1930. vi-+-984 pp. $3.40 


riters would be likely to agree upon the contents or organiza- 
from 1918 to 


rv of the United States during the decade 


ind cultural aspects of history as such have been omitted’”’ 
‘to depart 


1S 


1 
lye 
1 


Protessor Malin’s book. He has also chosen 
ditional narrative methods by tracing each line of policy 
More than half of the 


» establishment 


trom 
Util 


period as an individual problem.’ 
1 to foreign affairs including in part one th 


government after the War and in part three 
e rest is a painstaking statement of 


\T + { +ha 
s ‘ I il 

ar Pat f ] 2 | > , ° + 

ive policies of the federal government. 


a171 
( 1} 


foreign 
the domestic leg 


What has been 


state legislation or in the country section by section or in 
ndustry does not come within the scope of the task 
r himself. 

‘Conservative Revolution’’ in nationa 


period as a 


h 
he election of President Hoover as offering hope of a new 
beral, forward-looking, constructive policies. Unfortunately 
ve and executive policies of 1929-30 are again beyond the 
ke Dr. Malin’s integrates the legisla 


, oa 
or this work. A study lke 


ike an intelligible policy and record seem 


makes the 
| ease or when 


methine like 
41 1 = ] 4 ] 
han when each act is viewed as an isolated east 
ee a age 
partisan press of the day. The chapter on ‘‘ Public 
\ ; » 7 ] ad , . +h "1 . 7, 
National Resources leaves the Impression {nat more has 
vard conserving national resources during the so- d 
> ee ” oh , } 
ve Revolution without much newspaper ado than during 
res Era’’ of Roosevelt and Wilson. Nor is this the only 
n liberal ideas have largely prevailed. The labels, progres 
or conservative, become rather meaningless expressions whet 
eressmen in this period. ‘‘ Professional Liberals’’ in the 
yey , « R silva ile eien ait beans ate ee 
nocratie or Republican, were usually reactionaries on foreign 
I~pvative . ] an lil ral 2 
ervatives in turn vecame 11D0eralsS On Occasion 
ris not in sympathy with the Caribbean policies nor with 
ttlement following the War. His handling of the Caribbean 
rs consciously under a want of the full information upon 
rv must finally rest. The text of the Covenant of the Le; Tue 
‘t of International Just 
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ice are reprinted in the appendices. Perhaps tl 


is may indicat Ul 







thor’s rnational point of view and his distaste for the high nat 
sm and provinceialism of the times of the ‘‘Conservative Revolutio 

The 1 ewer lays the book down with certain very definite, fay 
mpressions: that the author has produced a book of unusual met 


ticular, that he has managed to maintain the judicious tone of ; 


dequately eritical, without losing sight of the prac 





ns which always impose serious limitations upon executiv 


tive policies in a democracy; and that an attractive featur 





{ 
i 





ced tendenev to allow the actors to state their own eases, le 


idequately informed and disposed to draw his own ¢o 





1 1 
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‘he general chapters on the ‘‘Conservative Revolution’’ (ch. | 






Introduction to Foreign Policies’’ (ch. 21), and ‘‘ Factors in R 


Ame rican History $3 eh. oY are the author’s occasion for setting 









his conelusions. One might wish that he had made more of his 
ties in the last of the three. Like the chapter on’ Polities an P 
Theories’’ it is too brief to be quite satisfactory. The Couneil of 


tional Defense was created by the Army Appropriation Act of A 
29,1916 (p. 352). The bibhographies are helpful, though usually 
oa few carefully chosen references. 
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p. Vol. Il, xi 68 pp. 


(hese two volumes are a part of a comprehensive plan for the 
vern! ! ne dministration in the state of lowa. Thev we 








ed YJ 1 VI resnectivelv in the Tow: nnl] Hi yy Cari | 
red V and VI respectively in the lowa Applied History Series. | 
] ] ] 1] + , 
aing dumes have dealt with problems of state and country ¢ 
men the present set is devoted to a survey of the governn 



















he present volumes are made up of a series of 


twenty-two 


eraphs compiled by eleven different students, most of them candid 






the doctorate at the University of Iowa. Many of the prev: 


ts of the dissertation style are avoided, however, by eareful ed 
+ { . ] ] ] it T> 
me ( he manuserl} were reduced by half in the process. B 


dient also duplication of material is avoided and the stud 









re prepared independently, although all under the directi 











The first volume of the set deals with the legal phases of mut 





rnment, the electorate, and the various offices and agencies thr 
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ess 1S carried on Kive of these articles, 
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ayy t 


nograph being devoted to each of the major activities of 


Ur. 


tS) 


tion of municipal corporations, the legal status of 


‘ity clerk, the municipal treasurer, and other city 
by Jacob A. Swisher. The chapter on the muni ‘ipal 
\ 


en by Roy V. Sherman, that on the city couneil by 


John M. Pfiffner wrote the chapters on the mayor 


lager. The municipal assessor was written upon by 


Ruth A. Gallaher, who edited the series, wrote 


solicitor and the city engineer. A final chapter on 


1d commissions was written by Bertram W. Maxwi 


nd volume, on the other hand, is organized on a functional 


Gallaher contributed two chapters to the second 


administration of munieipal finance, the other on 
associated activities. Dr. Swisher also wrote two, 


al administration of publhie works and one on the 


unicipalities. Dr. Trachsel contributed one on the 


tration of publie utilities. The other chapters of 
written by contributors who did not appear in the 


were Francis R. Amnann, who wrote the chapter on 


inistration of Justice, Roy E. Brown, who wrote on 


im! 


stration of puble safetv, John W. Manning, whose 


‘*Municipal Planning and Zoning,’’ and William M. 


no wrote 


on the municipal administration of publie health 


ossible within limitations of available space to at 


Tt) 
T1¢ 


or 


Student of munieipa 





itically each of the monographs which constitute this 


‘able only to suggest its value as a whole for the stu 


overnment and administration 


in a single 


en time these volumes are unique. For no other state has 
] s | oe ae ee ee sy cain |i 

monumental task suecessfully undertaken. lerein lies 

ie study. It has little to offer the city official outside 


interested in 





»! ‘ 4 . . smilar el . 4 . 
1an asingie state. If there were similar works in othe1 


1 a | 1. 1) ] a ? . 
S the present one might take on added value tor comparative 


h studies are not in immediate prospect If the 


[owa should ever be followed, it would probably be necessary 


kk in lowa before comparisons eould be made as material 


pe quickly loses its practical value and accuracy. 
rvice to the municipal officials of Jowa and to the legislature 
j I t continually deal with knotty problems of legislation for 
s, the studies are admirable. They have been earefully 
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‘d students working with original sourees of 
ustrations drawn from these sources should prove interest 


student and teacher of municipal government 


he volumes are attractively printed and bound. The notes and re 


ences are numbered serially throughout each volume, there being 
the 


» end of each volume. 


first volume and 1,304 in the second. The notes are then give 


[It would be much more convenient to the r 


notes had been numbered separately for each article, so that s 


‘ge numbers could have been avoided, and the notes placed either 


e end of each monograph or, 


preferably, at the foot of the pag 


' : . 
*n the reference 
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ll: A list of Printed Materials 


ing to Oliver Cromwell, together with a List of Portraits and C 


} 


atures, Compiled by 


vard University Press, 1929. xxviii 


Illustrations. $12 


Bibhographies are an aid to the historical student. The more 


udents It 


he easier 


nd quicker is historical research for the next 


Is no wonder that some of the leaders in historical 


published bibliographies. They have laboriously searched for t! 


material and they want to preserve it and make it available 


} } 4. 
VDOOKS ilKe 


Kvarts b. Greene’s Guide to the Principal Sources 


y American History in the City of New York, and Wilbur ( 


e Bib lodrt 
Ss, and val 
has 


rrp 


Cromwell in publie esteem and in 


Introduction, and 





Cromwell, both of them models 
able for the profession, 
for American students who hav 


atness and his kinship Americanism. The relative posi 
judgment is part of 


The reeounting of 


at different periods in the 


their s 


, 
enane ing 


aishers Of doet 


1 
arenaon, 


centuries and their att 
ibjects indicates the progress of historical writing 
tren 


public opinion. Abbott refers especially 


‘st biographers, Carrington, Heath, and Leti, to the eollectors 
Rushworth and Thurloe, Somers, 


articular emphasis to Carlyle and Gat 


Vhether there are omissions in the bibliography only a fe 


xamine the volume could tell. Every bibliography has gaps wi 


] 


phase. 


+ 


When some particular part of it is used by an investigator 0 
But then every bibliographical pioneer is a path-br 


widened inti 


xpects his path to be 





a broad highway and the \ 


er than detracts. Abbott himself explan 
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inclusion and exclusion of material. ‘*To repeat every title 


his period, especially those of contemporary pamphlets, not 
lead directly to infinity, but would duplicate admirable lists 
existence To omit all titles SO listed would. for obvious rea- 


qually unfortunate. In general, there is included here con- 
material which relates directly to Cromwell or seems to have 
r his personal notice; from the rest such has been selected as 
r more immediately on his career, his character, his opinions, 
policies; and that which relates to the more general events 
ts of his time has been largely omitted.’’ With this under 
bliography reveals itself not as exhaustive, but as a guide to 
vhich bears personal relation to the Protector, in other 
graphy of Oliver Cromwell and not of the history of Eng 

3 ti 


mes. 





terested from the American side, the first references are to 
‘dinanees which had to do with America. Apparently there 
written or printed in America for a long time. Up to 1900 
only seventy-three items which were American, including 
History of Three of the Judge s of King Charles I 1794 
Haw thorne’s Cromwell in 1842. and Roosevelt S Cromwue I] In 
1900 there have been twenty-six American items, mainly 
by some of our leading historians, including Wallace Note 
hus N. Larned, Albert B. Hart, Louise F. Brown, Wilbur C 
bert W. Neeser, Henry R. Mellwaine, Guernsey Jones, Theo 
se, Edward R. Turner, Charles F. Adams. The earlier items 
mentary, the later, interpretative. In some ways, it seems 
ut of the 3,520 items, there are not more which are Amer 
interest in Cromwell has been keen and sympathetic. Is it a 
n American scholarship, or are we satisfied with work already 
vone into other fields? 
references to books and articles there is a separate bibliog 
portraits, totalling 702, and of satirical prints totalling 62, 
masks, ete. The indexes to portrait list and to printed ma 
satisfactory, and give a fitting conelusion to a bibliography 


} fF atayn?t 


\ | + ] “aft Les =) ] . a : 
y selected, carelully complied, and suiicl vy annotated, 
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the English Corn Laws from 1660-1846. By Donald Grove 


New York: IF’. S. Crofts and Company, 1930. xv+3836 pp. 


LIN 


sh economic legislation has occasioned more controversy than 


evving taxes on foreign grain entering the kingdom for 
































reports O 










question as a whole in the past and that it should have dey 
pon an American carrying on 


1 ] 
) Make The 


the many 


repeal movement in 1846 and to analyze the operation of 


" 
WOrk Das 


onee ass 


a 


voiding a consideration of the grain trade itself, which has 
ly handled by others, the author concentrates on the tarifi 
eking to reconstruct representative contemporary opinion 0 
is bills and ; 
ng magazine articles, an impressive array of pamphlets, a 


of provincial and London newspapers, debates recorded 


+ 


is heterogeneous material has been skilfully blended into a 
*no means austere. 

corn laws to 1660 were, on the whole, shaped in the cons 
Krom the 


4 i 
eonsistent 


ok is well documented. 


] « 


and an inadequate index like most imported works. Five ap} 


containing statistical data for the most part, are invalual 


a 





y. By Ilarold 
$44 pp. 


may be said without fear of exaggeration that this volume 


ssor Innis is one of 








thoroughly, 


Economies se 


r } . , ] 
Trade ii ( anaddaa: 
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The Corn Laws, from their very natur 
flict between home producer and 
at all times tended to employ its position in Parlia 
its own selfish ends. 
the political and economie life 


» strange that such secant attention has 


craduate 


measures enacted from the Restoration to 1 


exceedingly well done 


he position of the standard treatise in th 


] 


ng the earlier surveys made by Miss Marks and Mr. Nich 


His source material is of a most 


f parliamentary committees, and classics in econom 


advent of Charles II to the close of the 
was made to secure equitable treat 
crower and buyer. Then, with the intrenchment of Toryism 
andowner alone received consideration until popular clamor, r 

gerous proportions, forced a reluctant gradual removal of pr 

ending in complete free trade in 1849. 
T Printed in Great Britain in the Lo 


‘les, it is equipped with an analytical tab 
¢ the economic background of the various measures. 


An Introduction 
(New Haven: 
Illustrations and map. $5.00.) 


» most significant contributions to the li 
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scholarly study of the social 
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ich has appeared in recent years 





| he author posses 
lons for the work which he has undertaken, among 
f Cana 
that through personal observation 
himself with the present organization 


mentioned a background of several years’ study o 
history, and the fact 


larized and operations 
s Bay Company and other trading companies in tl 


Northwest. 


extremely comprehensive in its scope, tracing as it does 
opment of the fur trade from the earliest 


ie Indians in what is now eastern Canada. down to the 
wing the World War. The hi 


istorian of the Canadian fur 


contact between 


is fortunate in that the activity he is studying has had a 
levelopment. In most parts of the United States, the fur 
zs distinetly to the past. Professor Innis has emphasized 

onomie aspe f tl 


spects of the subject. While political and diplo 
erations are occasionally mentioned, they are treated a 
he principal theme, which is economic. This attitude im 
x thoroughly sound, and by devoting himself to fund: 
r has helped to clear the way for those who may later 


riain of its broader aspects. 
he ¢o it of the vo le, the writer first deseribes 1 "1S 
p nder the French regime, treating of the changes in organi 
, +} ] whieal ] , . 4 ] 
ethods which occurred as the industry was extended to ¢] 
rigins and early history of the Hudson’s Bay Comp 
red. The changes wrought by the conquest of Canada 
re carefully analvz preparing wav tor the stor 
\orthwest Company. he itter St eoie between tli 
T ‘ . 
and the Hudson’s Bay Company ortraved, eulmir 
! Yamation of th S 18? 1] iy ] | » 1s ’t} 
mpany was virtually supreme at e| risties 
nal aye es ae sa eae ’ 4 =e 
LiCl I n »} ) l art Se] O (I ipl 
ety Revol on d | | y ‘r 1869 19 } rings 
[ tate 
F 
j < eS Lat | ) I 
154 ‘ i 
( mn ealities, WV sd iS result 
l een enormous 19 I nanu 
. \ is throug} ! ! \ ny 
h he diseusses are the business org; ion of the fur 
OHNAITIONS, prices. routes, Metnods of transnortatio 
? " ls As m ] } 
on, policies In dealing with persom ind be 
\ tes and Indians. In the first 









valu dv of the relations between various Indian tribes 







trade, an extremely complex subject and o1 


vy most historians lo the reviewer, one of 


original portions of the book is that in which the 






nd methods of the Northwest Company are deseribed (; 





Professor Innis also reaches the very significant conclus 





le social, economic, and even political condition of C 


s been derived from the traffic in furs. He offers many 







some day be made 


honed 







the complexity of t] 







the book is one whicl 






does SO Manv new 14 


LS If one were to offer anv eritieism at all of so excellent a p 





it would be the suggestion that 


the writer has perhaps ineli 





ime too much of his actual working material in the form 









lotations. ete. This material ean doubtless be utilized 
ecial student of the subject, but it is feared that it will prov 


iabie TO Th hvpothetical person known as the ‘‘average r 
the 


Ot @ltations, Willi answer the purpose, except, per! 





footno i 









reference. Certainly no future student of the fur trac 





rea ll uded in the United States ean afford to disregard the n 






research and the general technique which Professor Innis has aj 
he Canadian phase of this important subject 
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1 Canada and the United States during the middle decades 
th century, goes on apace. 
idices contain the substance of the volume: Montealm’s 
‘e with his family and friends in France, 1756-59, together 
tters of Bougainville and accounts of operations at Fort 
and Carillon; the Journal and also the letters of Simon 
o his first exploration of the Fraser River, 1806-1807; 
minute of the colonial department of April 30, 1836, 


increasingly difficult problems of government in Lower 


» old eolonial system. 


Canadian (rovernme? 
iversity of Toronto, 1929. y William Bennett 


Maemillan Company of Canada Limited, 1929. 


volume were delivered as the Marfleet 


of Toronto in 1929. Equally at home in 


ates history, Professor Munro has produced a 


study in contrasts and similarities which 
lists cannot afford to overlook. 
‘oceeds on the assumption that ‘‘the Dominion of Canada 


f the United States,’’ a conclusion which has been 
‘nged by some distinguished Canadians, but which Pro- 


‘a fair generalization from two hundred years 


er I deals with constitutional analogies and contrasts ; 
lies party organizations and practical polities in the 
nd chapter III is an analysis of city government 1 

references to the United States and Europe 
few of the most significant conclusions can be 
; 


A. Maedonald’s indebtedne ss to Alexa 
; } area ' } e 
Shion, and shows how the ( anaalian fa 
the most significa provisions of Ilan 
] 


ited states constit 


minion, 


lemisiative 
overnments. 


‘onstitutional 
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le to influences from the United States, ‘‘the wor 


lized authority by the system of disintegrated n 
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mm a comparison of party politics, the aut) 
{"4 


ady drift toward American standards consti 


inada. City government in the Dominion has | 
j 


yr experimentation in municipal government, 


warns against supplanting the superior Cana 
rapidly being discredited in the United States 
ainingly written, and is subject to the limitatio 


ch that is already known by the r 
much that is brilliantly suggestive and stimul: 


ry 


s of Canadian-Ameriean relations. The dise 


alog@ies and contrasts seems to the reviewer to 
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the Rio dela Plata, 1838-50: A Study of I 


American Policy in Relation to the Dictat 


By John F. Cady. (Philadelphia: Univer 


lvania Press, 1929. xiv-+296 pp. Maps. $4.00.) 


It is based primar 
reion offices of t 

(he chapter head 
the T! 


le nineteenth century, the author says (p. 1 


~ 4 
14] 
( rea 
+} } 
i Lit 
} +4 
ul { 


S Or two unsuccessful attempts of Great bri 


4] 3 re ~ 2 "y 1. RD; } ] ) 
in the affairs ot the countries of the ho de la | 


ily on source materials found in the archives 


he two European countries and the United 


lings convey a very good idea of the phases of 


iree Decades of Argentine Independence’’ 


low Ss with Rosas. 1838 1839’’: ne OQuteom 


‘Franeco-British Policy in the Argentn 


the United States 


1 + : ] 1 . 
the two countries 


14 


It ade ho effort TO keep Nace with Great Brit 


iding position in South Ameriea.’’ While this 


with referenee to the part of Scuth Amer 
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. author is directly concerned, it is not true with reference to 
‘e continent certainly it would not be applicable to Brazil. 
remaining chapters, which constitute more than nine-tenths 
less fault is found. d largely 
Indeed the author has exhibited extraordinary pa 
perseverance in the examination of an enormous quantity of 
material for these chapters. 


Unlike the first, they are base 
material. 


terial 


But even in these chapters one 


e author could have done a greater service had he digested 


"Al 
al 


a little more carefully before writing. 
to eliminate a great deal of meticulous « 
ened the reader. 


This would have 
m letail with which he 
The complexity of which the author makes 
his foreword would have in part disappeared with 
More deliberation in production might even 


more 


ha 
uniform method of making citations (see 
ite of these defects the author has done an excellet 
ve everything else he has shown the necessity of building his 
pon the European political background. 
vn the necessity of digging into the official archives for signif- 
‘ials out of which to erect his edifice. 
few slips (p. 27, for example 
rt of tl 


A 


In the next 


place 


the format of the book is good. 
1e work is its index, inadequate as it seems to be. 


LAWRENCE F. Hinu 
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pite the publishing activities of state and local historical ag 
1 large amount of source material of outstanding importance 


tory of the Mississippi Valley remains unpublished. Such of this 


relates primarily to specific states will ultimately be published 
by these agencies, and some of it will be brought out by the fi 
ernment or other national agencies; but much of the materia 
vional rather than local interest and can be handled adequately 
+ act 
re2?10nal Dasls. 


I . 1 
> 


Ang this situation and desiring at the same time to pri 
table memorial to the late Clarence W. Alvord, the executive 
tee of the Mississippi Valley Historical Association, in Decem| 

1928, authorized the president to appoint a Clarence Walworth A 

Commission to raise and administer a fund of ten thousand dollars 1 

as a revolving fund for the publication of a series of document 
umes relating to the history of the Mississippi Valley. The com 
sion, as first appointed, consisted of Solon J. Buck, chairman, Arthur 

Cole, Edward E. Dale, Archibald Henderson, Archer B. Hulbert, L 

P. Kellogg, Theodore C. Pease, Otto L. Schmidt, and Benjamin EF. S|} 

ugh. The association, at iis meeting in the spring of 1929, end 

the project and provided for the appointment by the executive com 


h vear of three members of the commission to serve for thr 


\1 , v . ] } . 1} Qt] 1 } . ++ a + 
liss Kellogg and Messrs. Hulbert and Shambaugh retired from 
in the spring of 1930, as a result of the drawing of lots; | 
1,” ’ 4 A w » \ } yoer -« 1 Tarn 1,’ Willar . P " y 
iu, Ua r, Arthur M. Schlesinger, and James I. Willard were ; ppo 
) { | nem, 
The first business of the commission was the raising of the f 
Ss arses canara Oba ea rasan aa asain aden lc eC, path aad 
mMpai2n Nas veen Carried ON VV Means OT Benerai pub 
rs, personal letters, and direct solicitation by members of the ¢ 


lary EK. Wheelhouse contributed extensive services as 


{ commission, and contributions of postage, stationery, 
Se] ces, and « f facilities were made by the Minnesota 
Society. The results of the campaign to date (October 22, 1 
eniy-five subscriptions for a total of $4,485. The subsery 
from $1,000 to $2. There are one of $1,000, one of $500, for 
$130, nine of $100, seven of $50, twelve of $25, two of 
S10, twenty of $5, one of $3, and one of $2. All are from 
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ept five — the Chicago Historieal Society, the State Histori- 
Society of Iowa, the Gown in Town Dining Club of the University of 
t. John’s University Library, and the department of history 
ersity of North Dakota. The commission expects to bring the 
five thousand dollars in the near future and, after the pub- 
the first volume, it hopes to obtain the other five thousand 
complete the fund, perhaps in a single contribution. 
ng of the commission in April, 1930, the chairman was 
| as general editor of the publications and plans were laid for 
imes. The first book to be issued will be a collection of rare 
relating to the Vandalia Colony project, which was planned 


oy) 


sor Alvord some fifteen years ago. Professor Wayne E. Stevens 





ith College, a former student of Professor Alvord, has under- 
this volume and it will be ready for the printer in the near 
fessor Clarence E, Carter of Miami University, also a former 
Professor Alvord and co-editor with him of the British Series 
is Historical Collections, has undertaken to compile and edit 
documents on the British occupation of the West after the 
nd Indian War and has the work well under way. A volume to 
the original records of the Fisk expeditions to the gold coun- 
66, is being edited by Protessor Theodore C. Blegen of the Uni- 
Minnesota and Professor Charles J. Ritchey of Macalester 
ind Professor Archibald Henderson of the University of North 
has undertaken to edit a volume of documents relating to the 
nia project. Valuable cooperation has been received from in 
with which the editors are connected in the form of grants for 
<penses, and other interested institutions have aided the work 
ving photostats or transcripts of documents. 
mentary volumes are not likely to have any wide sale, the com 


ins to issue its publications in limited editions for subseribers 





specially attractive format will be used and the price will be so 


with reference to the number of subscribers as to cover the eost 
tion. Subscriptions to the series are being accepted with the 


nding that the cost will not exceed ten dollars a year. As soon 
irst volume is ready for the printer, a circular will be prepared 
y it and other prospective volumes and subscriptions will be 


t 


d from libraries, institutions, scholars, and collectors through« 
ntry. In the meantime, however, subscriptions either to the pub 


hey should be 


; or to the fund or to both will be very welcome. 1 \ 
the chairman of the commission, in care of the Minnesota Histori 
tv, St. Paul. A list of the subseribers (without the amounts of 


| subscriptions) will be included in the first of the publications. 


| 
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In O} r to make a permanent record of the names of those wh 
have 1 e the project possible and thus have shared in an approy 


I 
memory OL Uiarenece W. Alvord. 


} 


Th attention of members of the Mississippi Valley Historica] 
ed to the joint session to be held with the American Hist 
Association at the Boston meeting, Wednesday, December 31, 
John W. Oiiver, of the University of Pittsburgh, will preside over { 
hich will inelude a program of the following papers: 
Discovery of Gold in the Pike’s Peak Region, 1857-1858,’’ by Ral 
Bieber, Washington University, St. Louis; ‘‘ Middle-of-the-Road P 
sts,”’> by John D. Hicks, University of Nebraska; and ‘‘Don 
Caffery A Louisiana Free-Lanece,’’ by E. M. Violette, Universit 


‘he membership campaign inaugurated by the Mississippi \ 
Historical Association last spring is at length bearing fruit. T] 


bership committee of which Dr. Joseph Schafer, superintendent 

State Historical Society of Wisconsin, is chairman invites the 

tion of every member of the association. Names of prospective met 
v be sent to the chairman of the committee, at Madison, Wis 


r to Mrs. Clarence S. Paine, seeretary of the association, at Lit ' 


he history departm ‘nt of the University of Pittsburgh and the H 
il Society of Western Pennsylvania announce a five-year progr 
research made possible by a grant of $105,000 from the Buhl 


m of Pittsburgh. The plan ealls for the organization of a trai 


research historians consisting of a curator, two researeh assistants 





research fellows, all of whom will work in elose eodperatior 


I 
+ 


the history department of the | niversity, and for the collection 


vriting of the history of Western Pennsylvania on three levels: 


research level, (2) the general public or popular level, (3) the p 


‘It is proposed that at each level the work shall be carried on ¥ 
ntifie exactitude, but with an earnest effort to catch the full ins 
il value of the enterprise as a substantial contribution to a spirit 
‘tive citizenship,’’ reads the announcement of the Buhl Foundat 
dditional grant for publication of the material will be provided 
r. So far as can be learned this is the first time that a staff of 


er been organized for the purpose of interpreting the 


ry of an American community. The project wil! be watched 
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B. Hulbert, professor of history at Colorado College and di 
» Stewart Commission on Western History, announces a pro- 
arrative and documentary history of the Far West from 1519 
work, under the general title ‘‘Overland to the Pacific,’’ 


mpleted in thirty volumes in four parts under the following 


The Crusaders of the Northwest,’’ ‘‘The American Challenge in 
’ “*Morty-Niners,’’ ‘‘ Development of the Great West.’’ 


resting pamphlet, ‘‘ Twelve Representative Americans,’’ by 
>. Hesseltine, of the University of Chattanooga, presents in 
rm the material originally dispensed to the publie of that re- 
‘radio. This series of sketches of American statesmen from 
Franklin to Robert E. Lee, with its impressionistic touches at 
In quite too bold strokes, suggests the usefulness of the 


storian as the popularizer of historical material. 


esting collection of material concerning the American Legion 
ama Depart nt of the American Legion, 1919-1929, recently 
by Thomas M. Owen Jr., Department Historian, and issued as 

11 of the Historical and Patriotie Series, published by the 


Alabama through the Department of Archives and History. 


vith the two Carl Schurz items reviewed in the current number 
irnal, attention is called to the volume entitled Carl Schurz, 
he und der Amerikaner, edited by Anton Erkelenz and Fritz 
which was published in Berlin some months ago and which 
a series of papers relating to various phases of Sehurz’s 
were prepared in connection with the commemoration of hi 


birthday at Berlin, on March 2, 1929. 


mpilation of a ‘‘ Bibliographical Directory of American Schol 


| sciences, similar to the 


he field of the humanistie and socia 
phir al Dire tory of American Mi n of Scvence E has been under- 
nder the editorship of Dr. J. MeK. Cattell, and resolutions en- 


Ss project have been passed Sy the American Couneil of 


t } 


Societies and the American Association of University Profes- 


95 of the Smithsonian Institution, Bureau of American 
consists of two papers ‘‘A Sketch of the Buffalo Dance of 


r Gens of the Fox Indians,’’ and ‘ ss on the Great Sacred 


‘the Thunder Gens of the Fox Indians,’’ by Truman Michelson. 


‘the same publication contains a tract on ‘‘ Early Pueblo Ruins 
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in the Piedra District, Southwestern Colorado,’’ by Frank H. H. Rol 









he second numbper of the East Tennessee Historical Society *e P 


ons (1930) contains the following articles of interest: ‘‘The B 





Conspiracy,’’ by Isabel Thompson; ‘‘The Underground Railroad f; 
Confederate Prisons to East Tennessee,’’ by William B. Hesselt; 
‘The British in Canada and the Southern Indians, 1790-1794 
M. Hamer; and a continuation from No. 1 (1929) of the ‘' 







Journal of Governor John Sevier,’’ with introduction and an) 
Samuel C. Williams. 








result of the Ohio historical conference last February, a 
>on cooperation which met July 12, 1930, decided on the f 


LOLLO 


projects to be carried out under the direction of the Ohio State Ar 






ogical and Historical Society: a check-list of Ohio newspapers, a ¢ 


r of unpublished manuscripts concerning Ohio history in libra: 


side t} 


le the state, and a cooperative history of the state to be kno\ 





A Sesquicentennial History of Ohio.’ 







ra in historical conference it Springfield, Ohio, October 9, 1 
n of the sesquicentennial of George Rogers Clark’s victory 


} +4 } 


O} Piqua, papers were read as follows: ‘‘The Ohio Campaigns 






1780-82,’ by M. M. Quaife; ‘‘The Correlation of State and Nat 


History,’’ by Asa E. Mariin; ‘‘The Battle of Piqua,’’ by Orton | 





Rust; and ‘‘ Kaskaskia, Vincennes, Piqua — An Interpretation, 








James A. James. Other features of the celebration were an histor 


i 


pageant in which five hundred persons participated and a prize es 





contest for high school students. 
The Western Reserve Historical Society’s Report for 1929 notes 


ease of some two hundred volumes and pamphlets on the Loya 






and on the French and Indian War in the C. S. Eaton eollection, and 1 





ition through purchases in England and United States of one 
l and thirty items to the Otto Miller collection on the War of 151 






Indiana Historical Society is codperating with the Histor 






Bureau of the Indiana Library and Historical Department in an are! 
f the west fork of White River. 





16 of the Transactions of the Illinois Historical Society cont 
‘ollowing articles of interest: Indian Diplomacy During the Re 
mn the West, by Louise Phelps Kelloge; The Linecln of the Bi 


William E Barto . Values wn t The Yad Oy ntury Liter it 
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West, by Arthur H. Hirsch; Joseph Joder, Schoolmaster- 
md Poet, 1798-1887, by Olynthus Clark; and The Stormy Years 


Si 


sh Colony in Chicago before the Great Fire, by George M. 





State Historical Society of Wisconsin has issued Tennessee and 
Vountain Papers, Calendar Series, Volume III, in a limited edi- 
the aid of distant students who wish to study materials in the 
lection. The Society has in press the California Letters of 
urchild. and the third volume of the Wisconsin Domesday 
ral Series, prepared by Joseph Schafer. The Society recently 
veral hundred letters belonging to the late Governor C, C. 
ind for some years under the care of the La Crosse County 
‘iety; these letters contain valuable data on land specula- 
‘ing, milling, and railroad building, and throw new light on 


national politics. 


nd number of the lowa Monograph Series is composed of a 
The English Rwer Congregation of the Church of the Brethren, 
it near South English, Iowa, by Ellis L. Kirkpatrick, of the 
of Wisconsin. The April 1, 1930 issue of the University of 
consists of a monograph on Responsible Government in 
tia, A Study of the Constitutional Beginnings of the British 
vealth, by W. Ross Livingston of the University of Iowa. The 
torical Society of Iowa announces the publication of a unique 
lowa history entitled Joway to Iowa, by Irving B. Richman 
ne, Lowa. 
resting discussion of a phase of the Know Nothing Movement 
found in Political Natwism in Texas, 1825-1860, by Sister Paul 


ross McGrath, a 1930 publication of the Catholic University of 


a 


ng articles of importance to readers of the Mussisstppr VAuLuI 
AL kkeview published during the past summer may be 
‘ial Problems of the Early Pittsburgh Iron Manufacturer,’’ 


. Hunter and ‘‘ Financial Management of the Cattle Rangers,’’ by 


zer, in the Journal of Economic and Business History May, 
; ‘The Martyrs of New France,’”’ by Georges Rigault and ‘‘ The 
ago Mission,’’ by Matthias M. Hoffman, in Mid-America (July 
irgh’s Awakening One Hundred Years Ago,’’ by John W. Oliver 

Schoolgirls of 1850,’’ by Mrs. William A. Collins, in the Western 


ana Historical Magazine (July) ; ‘Certain Phases of the Ori 
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by Carl Bernhardt and 
Webster, in The Filson 


} Day d R Atehison,’’ by 
of S sh Louisiana, 1785,’’ edited by A. P. 


and ‘* The 


April 1873,”’ 


1861,’’ fifth installment, by James K. Greer, ‘ 
L Began,’’ reminiscences of a 

oroug ind ‘‘Index to the Spanish Judicial 
October 1778-April 1779,’’ second installment, 

lL Quarierly (July); ‘‘History of Educational 
185] 192 by 


School.’’ K | 


mceKe 


April 


lytechnie by Roseoe H. lberry, 


a 1d Historical Quarter Ti 
re : 


ndiana, from 1816-1930,’’ by Robert 
Birthplaces of Indianians in 187 


XY C } 
\eoTro slaves DY 


Will in 
ana Magazine 
as Civil War Governor of Illinois,’’ 
Journal ¢ thre 


[sland under French, Enelish a 


\MeDonald. in the Indi of History 


Il WO Ntate Historical 


nd American,’’ 


HISTORICAL 


Knox County, 


by 


Societ 





"0 


REVIEW 


‘Louisville in the Kiel 
Club Historical @uart 
Ace 


Nasatir, ‘‘Selline Miss 


Theodore C. Atchison, ‘‘ 


by Manie W. Johnson, ‘‘Louisiana Politi 
lt 


Louisiana girlhood by Luey P. § 










An 


7 a continuation of letters edited by Fred 

Inflation Movement in Missouri, 1875-1879.’ 

in the Missourt Historical Review (July): ‘The ( 
‘ ; 


Was Whe} 


Reeords of Louj 


Indiana,’”’ 


by 
and 


A 


Legis 


June) 


iH 


‘ 


W ise onsin Magazine 
Chapter I, 

by Elizabeth 
- “The Journ 


azel FE, 


in the Louisiana H 


lation in 


Nelson L. Bossing and ‘‘An Early Proposal for ; 
in the Ohio Archa 


‘* Presbyterianism 


in 


Archer Woods, ‘‘ Distributio) 


0,’’ by Stephen 8S. Visher, ar 


: ** Richard 


EK. L. Kimball, j 


y (April); ‘‘Ma 


yaniaras 1n 


‘Reminise 


he Michigan History Ma 


1822-1903).’’ b 


le 


lers in Milwaukee,’ 


of H 
and ‘ 


Jenk 


hor he Conquest of St. Joseph Michigan by the S; 
repri in article by Clarence W. Aivord, 
he | r Camp,’’ by A. S. Draper, in th 
Su Lit ry of Francis A. Hoffman 
\. Lacher, ‘‘ Memoirs of Riverside Farm,’’ by Hoffman’s grandd 
Mrs. Minna I. H. Nehrling, ‘‘ Early Irish Sett 
J. Desmond, and ‘‘ History of the Early Milwaukee German 
1850-68 by Francis Magvar, in The 
June ‘Memoirs of Mary D. Bradford,”’ 
Kindergar Found Its Way to America,”’ 
The WV l . Magazine of [listory September 
‘s of Corporal William O. Gulick,’’ second 


‘Anglo-Spanish Rivalrv in t 


1798,’’ with documents in English 
1 ‘‘Susan B. Anthony in Iowa,’’ by 
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¢ on the Minnesota River,’’ by William J. Peterson, ‘* Minne- 
Travelers,’’ and ‘‘Up the Minnesota Valley to Fort 
edited by Willoughby M. Babcock, ‘* Ralph 


Minnesota, ’’ by Hubert H. Holltje, and a document con- 


oneer life edited by John Talman, in Minnesota History 


‘The Beginning of British Trade at Michilimackinae,’’ by 


‘*Karly Milling in the Cannon River Valley,’’ 
R. Fossum, in Minnesota History 


2 
Waldo 
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September) ; ‘‘ Inkpaduta 
’ and ‘‘ Bloody Knife and Gall,’’ reprints of articles by Joseph 
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by W. C. Holden, 
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A. McClintock, and the ‘‘ Diary of Adolphus Sterne 

Smither, in the Southwestern Historical Quart 


concluding installment, by John EF 
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\Miisrule,’’ Clum, ‘‘ Doeu- 
History of the Rio Grande Pueblos,’’ Part II, by Adolph F 

d ‘‘Confederate Reminiscences on the Inva 
Mexieo,’’ in the New Mexico Historica! July 


ur Trade, 1824 
Hill, ‘Life at Camp Weld and Fort Lyon in 1861 
et from the diary of Mrs. Bryon N. Sanford, edited by A. 
gl Tyl vangers, the Black Hawk Company, and 
by James F. Willard, in » Colorado 
eh of ‘‘The Flying Cloud and the 
‘alifornia History Nugget (May); ‘‘The Cen 

Covered Wagon,’’ by Albert 


bidoux, Kingpin in the Colorado River 
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California 


Hawkins, ‘‘The Woolen Mills 
lle, 1860-1889,’’ by Alfred L. Lomax, ‘‘ Pioneer Narrativ 
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Cincinnatti, distinguished lawyer and writer of considerable histor; 






epute, whose best known work is the Centennial History of Cincinna; 
He was one of the founders of the Ohio Valley Historical Associat; 
and did much work for historical affairs in the Ohio valley. He was als 








associate editor of the Bench and Bar of Ohio, corresponding secret; 
of the Historical and Philosophical Society of Ohio, and wrote articles 


for the standard encyclopedias. 


Another serious loss to the historical guild eame with the death on J 





1S of William E. Connelly, for sixteen years secretary of the Kans 












w+ + 


te Historical Society, one-time president of the Mississippi V 
Historical Association (1921-22), and later member of the board 


+ 


litors of the Mississipp1 VALLEY Historica Review. He was espec 


prominent for his work on the restoration of the old Pawnee Capi 
ort Riley and the purchase and partial restoration of the old Shaw: 
Mission in Johnson County, Kansas, and among his contributions to | 
torical writings may be mentioned a five volume history of Kent 


history of Kansas of the same length. 












The following new appointments and promotions im the field of 
al scholarship may be of interest: Ulrich B. Phillips, former 4 
University of Michi 


University after a year’s travel as holder of an Albert Kahn fellows! 


igan to take up his duties as professor at 


Wayne E. Stevens of Dartmouth to be professor; Milledge L. Boni 
Jr. of Hamilton College, who has been on leave during the past year 
resume his teaching and administrative duties; A. P. Whitaker of \V 
ern Reserve University to be professor at Cornell; Robert C. Bink! 

‘ollege to be acting professor at Western Reserve Univers 
Walter L. Dorn of the University of Wisconsin to be professor at O 
State University ; Verner W. Crane of Brown University to be prof 


nd Dwight L. Dumond of Ohio Wesleyan to be assistant profess 
University of Michigan; Frank M. Setzler, field director ot 





‘haeological work of the Indiana Historical Society during the s 






ers of 1928-29-30, to be assistant curator in the Department 


\reha ology of the Smithsonian Institution : Fred Fei Egean of th 










versity of Chicago to be his successor; J. A. O. Larsen of Ghio 


tO ve aSsoclate pr 
I 


fessor at the University of Chicago; 
University of Alberta to be professor, and C. V. Easu 
‘r Military Academy to be assistant professor at the Universit} 
Wisconsin; Ethyl E. Martin of the State Historical society of Iow 
assistant superintendent; Ruth A. Gallaher to be associate edit 


nd William J. Peterson to be research associate on the same staff; J: 
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‘the University of Wisconsin to be visiting professor at the 


of Nebraska; Loren C. MacKinney of Louisiana State Uni- 

be professor at the University of North Carolina, which has 

| to its ranks W. 8. Jenkins and C. C. Crittenden to be assistant 
rs, and C. H. Pegg, formerly assistant professor at the Univer- 
\[ississippi to be instructor; Thomas P. Abernethy of the Uni- 





Alabama to be associate professor at the University of Vir- 

C, Binkley of Colorado College to be professor of history and 

‘ department at Vanderbilt University; Cyril E. Smith to be 
yrofessor at Louisiana State University ; Rudolph L. Biesele of 
‘sity of Texas to be professor of history and head of the de- 
social sciences at Louisiana Polytechnie Institute; James 
‘the University of Colorado to be on leave in England for 
year; during his absence C. C. Eckhardt will be acting 
department; C. B. Malone of Miami University to be pro- 

| acting head of the history department at Colorado College; 
B. Hulbert of Colorado College to spend the second semester in 
tington Library on work connected with the Stewart Commission 
rn History; Franz Scholes of the University of New Mexico to 


at Colorado College for the first semester. 
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